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Purpose and Scope of Study 


(1) The Central Intelligence Agency's per formance 
in its role of support to the Warren Commission 


poblic. eo. Nceen Auris 
has been a source of¢€controversy since) the past 


FlEen Beals. 
Sacgehi on os Sie nenwenconateston, Critics 


have repeatedly charged that the CIA participated 


in a conspiracy designed to suppress information 


relevant to the assassination of President Kennedy, | 


DEES 1976 ie ta cee, 


assertions were the Bub jee: of official inquiry 


by =e Senate. Select Committee to Study 
Cec), 
Governmental Operations (themesm@PTe—ESC) . The 


SSC,. in its report regarding "The Investigation 
of Chee’ Assassination of President John F. Kennedy: 
Performance of the Intelligence Agencies" reached 


ri nai 
the following sohehibeen : 


The Committee emphasizes that it has. 

not uncovered any evidence sufficient 

to justify a conclusion that there was 
a conspiracy to assassinate President 

Kennedy. ; 


The Committee has, however, developed 
evidence which impeaches the process 
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result of a conscious intent to do. so by ae 


C2 The Committee has sought to examine the | 


issue detailed above in both an objective 
and disciplined manner .. In order to accomplish 


this goal the Committee has utilized a 1977 i. Seles 
(1997 TAY. 4 


eee. is Report was highly See ere of * 
ectain ing-tothe AMLAS Hope: rot 


SC findingsand aSserted that the ssc. 
fhe me bieecn § 
Final Report conveyea(a impression of limited 


th 


effort by the CIA to assist the Warren Commission 
: i eee 0 af 7 

in its work. The ,/7 Tuas in fundamental 
disagreement with this ‘characterization. of the i g 


ssc findings and noted that "CIA did seck-and 


collect ‘information in support ot Gre Warren = "q 
Commission. Additionally, it conducted studies 5 


oe nd. submitted special analy Ses~gpd reports." 
4 


[4 ‘In order to Sencnstrate SuBRRee the scope 
of support provided by the CIA to the Warren ; 
Commission, the 77 cid: eee a. comprehensive 
listing of CIA generated material made available di 
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to both the U.S. Intelligence Community and 
the Warren Commi scion regarding the assassina- 
tion of President Kennedy. In this respect, 
the Committee agrees with the'/77 tekSnerein 
it is stated that "This compiliation (of 


CIA generated material) is appropriate to 


consideration of the extent of the CIA SEO yo me 


to the extent. that it TeveeT somethitig: “of” oe 
the results..of that efforti* (77 TéR, Introduction 


mace ieee ciate sen Dales gang NSE IE sensi" 
| to Tab E) _ 7 ; iis | 
(9) ee eee the Agency's comprehensive 


listing of CIA generated material referenced above, 
the Committee has paralled its, review to the 
4 TER. 
structure given ‘to these gateniais by the il tER. 
TK. 
In this regard the. Ly EGR details four inter- 


related compilations of Kennedy assassination 


material: (These four “compiles sous arerty 


» 


6 | 1) Agency dissemination of information 
to the Intelligence Community (Formal 
and Informal Disseminations) 


eae 2) Dissemination of material to the 


Warren Commission 
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3) Agency dissemination to the FBI et al 
regarding rumors and allegations 
regarding President Kennedy's 
assassination 

4) Memorandum submitted by CIA to ne ee 


Bp ttes Ss, 


Warren Commission on Rumors and™™ ‘uo 


ee eee ere s 


re, 


Prosy 
097 GEE ineroauction 
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Allegations a2 


Assassinatit 


to Tab Eve} 


ta Es rape 


Th” reviewing these compilations, 


Se Commactes focused upon those 


CIA materials nich the | 7 FE aocunented as’ Raving 


beth 


oe 


“ made available in written form to: the Warren 
Commission. 
During the course of tnis study, additional 


Agency files have been reviewed. These files have 


een examined in an effort to resolve certain. 


issues created by the review of the Agency's 


‘compilations discussed in this:report. Where 


apparent gaps existed in the written record, 


files have been requested and reviewed in an effort 


‘to resolve these gaps. Where significant substantive 
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issues have arisen related to the kind and 


quality of information provided the Warren 


Commission, files have also been requested and 
reviewed in an effort to resolve these issues. 

As a result, approximately thirty files, comprising 
‘an approximate total of ninety volumes: of 

material have been examined and analyzed . 


in preparation of this report. 


row 


The Findings set forth herein are. Subject 


During the course.of the past fifteen 


years; the CIA has generated massive amounts of © 
information related ‘to the assassination of 

President Kennedy. In-sptte- ofthe Agéncy”s 
sophistivated-decument-resrievab-systen, Gertain 


documents requested by this Committee for study 


and analysis have not’been located. Whether these ; 
documents merely have been filed incorrectly or | | 
destroyed, gaps in the written record still do ¢ 
“exist. | 009605 » 
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relevancy adopted by the CIA and this Committee, 


“certain files requested by the Committee for 


review =) feu ee eee ei a A ke 
oe tlt 2c. 7° have been made available to 
. = Ke 

the Committee in a sanmtized fashion. Therefore, 


to the degree reflected by the Agency's denial 


of access and/or santization of certain materials, 
this study's conclusions are based upon the . 
best evidence available to the Committee thoough 
this may not be all relevant evidence to which 


the Agency has access. 


(14) One must, moreover, give due consideration 
to the role that oral discussions, oral briefings, 


and meetings of Warren Commission and CIA 


representatives may have played in the supply of 4 
assassination-related information by the CIA “ 
the Warren Commission. The subject and substance : 
of these siveicetonss briefings, and meetings 3 
may not always be reflected by “he: written 
record made the ; a aes of this. sehen 


Therefore, the Committee has conducted interviews, 


depositions and executive session hearings with 
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key Warren Commission staff and members and 
former or present CIA Sl aah in an 


effort to resolve questians that are not — 


ee CN : 
addressed by tha written record,/the results i < 


ee of the Committee's efforts to chronicle this \ 
/ aspect of the working relationship between the 


Warren Commission and the CIA will be, a subject 


we 
ee 


“for discussion. a ee 


f pant Oa neo ao, 


ae oe in “aadietSmy, this report will examine the 


‘following subjects generated by the Committee's 


in the following general 
order of discussion: 
[ «| 1) the "organization of the CIA's investigation 
of President Kennedy's assassination; 

1\) 2) the working relationship of the Wanven 
Commission staff and those CIA EOpreseuesbaves 
concerned with “the Warren Commission inguiry; 

12) 3) the standards of investigative cooperation 


pol 
whi-ch- the Warren Commission staff believed 


to govern the quality and quantity of 


information supplied by the CIA to the 


“Warren Commission; 
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4) the CIA's concern for protection of its 
sensitive sources and methods and the 
Ceonsequent effects of this. concern 
upon the Warren Commission investigation; 


and 


5) the substance and quality of information 
concerning Luisa Calderon passed to the 
Warren Commission and the results of this 


Committee's investigation of Calderon 


and her significance to the events of 


November 22, 1963. 
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“Ti. Organization of CIA Investigation 


of President Kennedy's Assassination 


(21), In his Executive Session testimony before the Select 


Committee, Richard Helms, the CIA" s Deputy Director for 


Plans during 1963, described the CIA's role in the 
investigation of President Kennedy's assassination as 


follows: 


Crd) This crime was committed on United 
States soil. Therefore, § as far as the 
weaeead government was concerned, the pri- 
mary investigating agency would have been 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation without 


any question. The role of the CIA would 


Vm WR. VR VG Gn VR GA VT UR. 


have been entirely supportive in the sense 
of what material we are (sic) able to . 


acquire outside the limits of the United 


a 
at a) 


States with reference to the investigation. 


--- For investigative purposes, the Agency 
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had no investigative role inside the United 
States at all. So when I used here the 
-word "supportive," I meant that in the 
literal sense of the term. We are (sic) 
trying to support the FBI and support the. 


Warren Commission and be responsive to Ca 


poate S 
agar eeoe 


ego ie ‘cael 


their requests, but we. were not initiating 


corr 


any investigations of our: own or, “to=m 


tag ow SAGER nearer, 


__xecolléétion, were we’éver “asked=tow. 
“" (Executive Session Testimony of > 


277182). oO Pe | r 


eat _PP-. 


chines 


Qty 


‘level CIA officials to outline the Agency's investic 


tive-zespor ity vis a vis the assassinatioh. (ssc, pe aesk.offiade 
‘ gree ene ri a: 
_pquocte Book V, pe. 25.) A At that time, Helms placed John ean en eeee 4 
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of Richard Helms, 8/9/78, p. 10.) 


(4) ~ Scelso testified before the Geleed Committee¢s” 


that he was given charge of the Agency's investigatio 
on the basis of two considerations: 1)!his prior 


experience in ca tanecY major CIA security investi- 
gations and 2). the -observance of Oswald by-@Fr & 


; ‘ . a AAstT ‘$a 
susvetttanece-iii Mexico¢ (Scelso's ionad cpticern 


less than two months prior to the assassinatiok, ( 


site es 
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* Raymond Rocca, Chief of Research and Analysis for 
CIA's Counterintelligence Staff characterized Scels 
responsibility not as a mandate to investigate but 
rather to “coordinate traffic (code facilitation, 
telegram or telegraphic consideration) for working 
with the DDP with respect to what was being done ov 
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a Zs on 7 . se a 
(v5) Scelso described in detail to the Committee the 


tion: 


---practically my whole Branch participated 

in the thing. We dropped almost everything 

else and I put a lot of my officers to work 

in tracing names, analyzing files. // 
We were flooded with cable traffic, with —_ 

reports, suggestions, allegations from all "> 

over the world, and these things had to b 


checked out. We were checking euepiust tore 
and-dozens~of—peopte~all_the (HSCA os 


Deposition of John Sonor. 5/16/70% pe 131)* 


manner in which he conducted the Agency's investiga- f 


RSS RP a ES ANI PoE TATE TROT ant ee REO as : 


* . During the course of the Agency's invetigation, Liaison 


with the FBI was penote?. aoe the CIA by Brrcio“tteal. a é 
p 


Capia. p. 80.) he | 
a former FBI agent, was Chief of the . Special Investigations. - 


ee: 


Group of the CIA's Counterintelligence Staff. (usesmetassifted 


cik arpleye, meee oe Esha C ame an ee yr Ga¥ eK fe 
~Déeposition of Bémek—oteris 6/20/78, p. 7,.: Mer —obied 1D SCF: 
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Soar characterized his functions with respect to the Agency ; 


as follows: 


(This footnote -- Footnote “/’ -- continues 
on bottom of page 5) 
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Lie) Scelso stated during his testimony that CIA | 
field stations worldwide were alerted to the Agency's 
investigation "and the key stations were receiving 
tips on the case, most of which were phony. We did not 


body participa 


send out instructions saying 


the investigation. (Ibid. p. It was his 


133 


\ 
ughout his tenure as 


- recollection, howeve 
: | Meno be ba. i 
Mesteo 


coordinator of the Agency's investigation, the 


CityStatien was the only CIA €ield station 


Footnote * -- eonptnted from bottom of page 4. 


I knew that we [at CIA} did not have the 
basic responsibility for investigating the 
assassination of the President. If there was 
a crime commited in the course of this activity, 
4sic) it belonged to the FBI. I recognized that 
it was our responsibility to give the fullest 
cooperation to the FBI to protect the Agency 
with regard to any aspects of our operations, 
you understand, and at the same time giving them { 


directly 


cooperation, and I_was in close contact with Mr. 

Sam Papich fof the FBIJ, and always fully co- 

operated, and he always fully cooperated with me. 
us (Ibid. p. 52.) 


7 dan {ee ete! ; 
O'Neal\noted that his office (CI/SIG) at the direction of 


the Chief of Counterintelligence, James Angleton, was 


designated the central point for collection of aS ESSS LIBG TORT 
32 


related information made available to the FBI. (ibid. pp. 52-5 


: Clesarreation: —————— 990613 | 
. 2200599 © | | Cestise by derivation, ————— 


wa a 4 a -” mw. a orien 


£4 Shy Staten’ , Arcarding te 


% ete The CIA “hoe, wot Agr we 


‘matron, MAG vet ly, 


fmm te, 


Ce 


fer tha 
A - favre fauay hepeh lan Sy, 


ten he dh 


brant Wwtere 


L 


} 
\ 


dake ees 


Ghassification:. 


is farm 8 18 bs used fer material extracted 

fam, CA —centrelled decuments-) * 
ane 

“& 


lated to President 


cette tet ae 
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an) During the better half of December “aeelao 


Kennedy ' Ss assassination, (Ibi 
issued a summary report wiich described Oswald's 
activities in Mexico City from September 26, 1963 - 
October 3, 1963. Scelso characterized the summary report 
as incomplete by comparison to assassination-related 


information then available to the FBI. but.. snot rovi 


to CIA until late Dec. 1963. (Ibid. ;: 145 . 

anreees rk ee =a = x . : ees TE reentry 
Document ‘Report by John Scelso to ee ) 
(?) Following issuance of this report, Helms shifted 


responsibility for the CIA's investigation of President 


Kennedy's assassinatien—to—the—Counterintelligence 


_-Statt./(HSCA Classified Deposition of John Scel 
CF 
5/16/78, p. 136, ot. HSCA Classified Deposition of 


_ Raymond Rocca, 7/17/78, P+ 15 wherein Rocca states that 


responsibility shifted from Scelso to CI Staff on 


Helms testified that UHES-SHITE in 


January 12, 1964.) 


ee Approximately two days after President Kennedy". s 
assassination, Scelso prepared a summary report, &s 
provided to President Johnson by Helms. This report ‘g 
adept iSatzon that Oswald probably was a lone Con OD 
assassin who had no visible ties to Soviet or Cuban peat gure 
intelligence ge cn such ties could not be excluded aay 


e. e€ SoA Self 
- = £fié (7 Gh Biri 4] 


eid nh Ser ei 472.8) 


mw Tv aw a a a a 
seCREL 


oe Csification: a 
iY : | (This 1S rm is fe oO fey ee used for ma si St resis 


areria 
——~con ee ISt 
rom ——COnir ocuments. 


responsibility was a logical development because the 


investigation had begun to take on broader tones. 
/9/78, 


p. 14, see also HSCA Classified Deposition of John 
(pe er mere : 


pee 


(Executive Session Testimony of Richard Helms, 


<n hretearet 


Scelso, 5/16/78, p. 138.) 
pose —) 


— Qa \ “Helms™ reasoning “was expanded upon by Raymond 


who testitied before the Committee that the 


shift in responsibility described by Helms was caused 


in Beet by the establishment of the Warren Comms SS zOng 
re nn REC ace 7k 
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It was entirely aspbopetate in the . 
\- Gist" )GPFLOOR phase that he (Scelso) would 
Lo" “ / have that (responsibility for the Agency 
a “ investigation.) But the minute you had 
i /. a -commission set up outsilde the line 
oe ee obviously had to be the Director, and from 

w” the Director to his Chief of Operations 

P overseas, because the spread involved 
gee then all of the divisions. Here you had 
Mr. (Scelso) being..asked to sign off on 
cables that had to do with the Netherlands, 
with U.K., with -Australia, and it would. 
have seemed to me utterly adminis ivel 

2 simply—~a~hybrid-monster.S(HSCA Classified 


Deposition of R. Rocca, 7/17/78, p. 12.) 
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all of the [CIA] divisions." Angleton testifed 
to this Committee that the Agency's efforts to 
gather and coordinate information related to | 
the assassination underwent a metamorphic | 
transition. Initially, Angleton noted, the 
Director, pepaty Director, Division Chiefs and 
Case Officers approached Warren Commission. 
requirements in a oecamaal fashion. However, 
Angleton testified the Agency was eventually » 
able to focus its resources to avoid duplication 
of effort and provide a system for the central 


referencing of assassination related information hy | 
. , Or a a a 


a er oe ee 
as nee information was ever ohee: fascia” 


eet 


e *Giased tied pepesition ‘of ‘James Angleton, 
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(3. ’ The record reveals that during this: second phase 
of CIA information collection efforts in support of 


the Warren Commisssion investigation the concentration 


w 
® 


of Agency resources shifted in emphasis from exploration 


of Oswald's activities in Mexico City to, his residency 


in the Soviet Union during 1959-1962 and: ppossiote 


a 


gies ph 4adt 
kctst ee with the ‘Soviet intelligence ‘appar us. 
f (Ibid., pp. 32-33,44, Executive Session of reser ) 


eS preemie = ool 


peehaee Hetusy 8/9/78, p. 23./) serena: Ne Ecorkingig Rocca commented 


hat during “this phase” ‘primary interest in support of the 


id FD ed, 
Warren Commission was to follow-up ¢ on doviee leads 
AN 


ee the assumption that a person who. spends 


four years*#in the Soviet Union, under his | 


circumstances, had to be of specific interest 


y 


to Soviet State sccuntty and their collateral 
it a SER carmocur, - 
authorities.. (HSCA Classified Deposition of 


Ceynd Roce pp. 32-33.) (seep a8 for 77) 
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*The following exchange between Mr. Rocca and Committee 
Counsel sheds, further light on the dt€ficuities—encountered 
by-—~the~Agency,“related—to-its investigation of possible 
Cuban involvement in the assassination: 


Mr. Goldsmith. Earlier, when I asked you which 
areas of the case received emphasis, I believe that you 
indicated that on balance the primary area of emphasis 
was _the Soviet connection. — 


Mr. Rocca. That was certainly the one that I would 
say dominated -- looking at it from my point of view. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Now, had you known about the anti-. 
Castro assassination plots on the part of the CIA, would 
you have given more priority, more emphasis, to the 
possibility of a Castro conspiracy to kill the President? 


- Mr. Rocca. Again, I say that it would have 
simply intensified it, that there was attention given 
to it, not particularly by the staff. I had no capabilities 
on the Cuban side. 


The organization of their service and their 
operation in Mexico was something entirely entirely (sic) 
within -- it was an-enigma at the time. They were just 


Seeeths area of proficiency. } So the defectors had only 
begun to come out and they/€ame out later, the Cuban 
ncn 


defectors. aoe 
TE Astacy Carrs a: 
So, I can't -- I really an t-say—th a) the 


Cuban connection was ignored, because it wasn't. The 
press was filled with it at the time. 


The Harker interview should have been undoubtedly 
given greater attention in a generalized sense; but it 
was given specific attention, I was told at the time of 
‘the Rockefeller thing. oe 


; Mr. Goldsmith. In what way was the Cuban connection. 
investigated? 


. Mr. Rocca. I don't know. I don't know this. 
That side of the report strikes me as being inadequate. 
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Mr. Goldsmith. Well, when I said to what extent 
was the Cuban connection investigated, I don't mean by 
the Warren Commission. I mean to what extent did the 
Agency provide -- 


Mr. Rocca. That I can't answer. I certainly 
didn't do it. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Pardon me? 

Mr. Rocca. We certainly didn't, in R&A. 

Mr. Goldsmith. So, CI/R & A did not -- 

Mr. Rocca. Go into the Cuban side of it at all. 


This was something left to the people who were concerned 
specifically with Cuban intelligence and security operation. 


Mr. Goldsmith. But I believe earlier we 
established that Mr. Helms gave orders that information | 
pertinent to the assassination was to go through your 
office, correct? 


Mr. Rocca. Yes. 


“Mr. Goldsmith. And once information pertinent 
to the assassination went through your :office, I take (it) 
you or. Mr. Helms would decide what information would 
be relevant for the Warren Commission to see. 


Is that correct? 


Mr. Rocca. Well Sa it tA & 


Mr. Goldsmith. Based upon what you knew?: 
Mr. Rocca. Well, everything would.go, yes. f 


\ Mr. Goldsmith. Therefore, you were in the 
position, it would seem, to know what information was 
being generated in the field that was going to the 
Warren Commission. oO 


“Earlier I asked you which area received emphasis 
ane. I believe you indicated that the Soviet area (did). 
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Mr. Rocca. Primarily, primarily. But I didn't 
mean by that that it excluded the Cuban, because there 
was a lot of material that came through and went to the 
Commission that concerned the Cubans. 

act oe 


Mr. Goldsmith. Let's go off the record. \” 


\ (Discussion off the record. ) 


_ Mr. Goldsmith. Let's continue. - mee 


Mr. Rocca. My recollection is that at the time 
the great press manifestation was that Cuban exiles who 
were in touch with CIA had been somehow involved in this. 
This was the great concern. 


Mr. Goldsmith. That's another possibility. 1 
There are different -- PAg eee cb eye tibet | 
Mr. Rocca. Questions went down to(WH},q do you 
have anybody who could possibly have gotten involved in 
this kind of thing. 


There was extraordinary diligence, I thought, 
exercised to try to clarify that side. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Do you think that the possibility 
of an assassination plot by Castro against the President 
was adequately investigated? 


(Pause) 


Mr. Rocca. With the advantages of 20-20 hind- 
sight, I could say probably not. But at the time it seems 
to me that they gave due attention to it -- within the 
information that I had at my disposal. 
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Caq\ . As noted above, the CI Staff assumed responsibility 
in late December 1963 - early January 1964 for the 


coordination of CIA efforts to assist the Warren 


Commission in its ves elge Eton. At that time, Raymond 


Rocea, (Chief of ‘Research _and i Analysis. for CI ‘Staff, | 


was designated 


nt-of-contact witht the Marcensss-~ a ¥ 


.., 28 . 
Commission. : fl 
Angleton, +t075/78, db. 77.) Rocca's Research and 


Analysis component was concerned with: 


(42) "analytical intelligence, analytical 

XL brainpower, which meant all source, all 
overt source comprehension; a study of. 
cases that had ceased to occupy opera- 
tional significance, that is, closed cases, 
to maintain the ongoing record of overall 
quality and quantity of counterintelligence le 
being performed by the entire DDP operational" 

{(HScA. Classified Deposition of for pian y, 

(HSCA Classified Deposition of R. Rocéa, 
| 9/17/78" see also HSCA Classified Deposition 
of James Angleton, 10/5/78, p. 77.) 


(xy) Mr. Rocca testified “that “assassi WaeVORT related 
information generated by CIA components was directed 
to his staff (as designated point of contact with the 


Warren Commission) in the normal flow of day to day 
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work (€sid., pp. 16-17.) This information was then 
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Prhomas-Hati, (Soviet Expert) ,’ Cay artman (Genera 
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During the course of the Warren Commission investi- 


obey worked with those 


CIA divisions producing substantive information ne ee 
, ie essere 


related to the assassination (“(rbid. haa e 
(42) Mr. Rocca ee even though | q 


CI/R&A. was the Agency's point of reference with regard 


to the Warren Commission, neither his staff nor the ; 
CI staft in general displaced the direct relations of 
Mr. Helms or any other concerned Agency official with | j 
, eee ne: 
the Warren Commission, ATbid. ; Rocca testified that ee tenee 
ae Staff nor his staff displaced the CIA's Soviet f 


\ Division (represented by Dettird=eMusaky, Chief of the } 
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SR division and his assistant, Teanant-<Bagiey) in 


its contact with the Commission; nor did CI/R&A 


displace John Scelso-in his contact with the Warren 


Commission.’ 


Rocea¢ estified\that in some instances 
LA cadet 

J. Lee Rankin of the Warren Commission would go directly 

to Helms with requests,.and in other instances David 


erred directly 


Slawson, a Commission Staff counsel 


CO Agancy Cap dearer | 


with of Rocca's staff. 


(Ibid. p. 367)? 
43 | The record reveals that on ecreain issues of 
particular sensitivity Rocca was not permitted to act 

as the Agency's point of contact with ‘the Warren Commnne st On: 
He testified that "compartmentalization was observed 


level 


notwithstanding the fact that I was the working 
YF ios 


‘point of contact. (sca Classified eases of Raymond 


se ON eiretiortebiesdicaerseepaeneneeemasw 


* Although James magiaton functioned as Rocca's direct 
Superior during the course of the Warren Commission 
investigation, he did not participate on a regular 
‘basis in the Agency's efforts to supply substantive Galan 
os information to. the Warren Commission nor did he deal 20s 
Sh on a direct basis with Warren Commission represen 
Cee) tives. (excepting Allen Dulles on an unoffici asis; pe: 
HS€a~ttassifted Deposition of Raymond Rocea 7 B/17/78)_ port vr 
(Vo. —-—p.—_l7-18p HSCA—Glassiied Deposition of James Angletor, °° 
10/5/78, 3, P- 782) However, Angleton testified to this 
: --Committee that he did attempt to. keep ‘apprised of 
Coe) oe? \ developments as the investigation progressed through 
penny consultation with Rocca. (HS€A—Classtftred—Depusitierr of 
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dolcan AIG: p- 18) Scca cited by way of example 


the case of the Soviet defector Nosenko. Rocca 


testified that he did not attend any of the Age 


discussions: ~ pertaining to Nosenka's s case 


(as < affected the Warren ‘Commission dayeseil 


Rather, 


gation) esponsibility for the Nosenko =e ae 
Ag cect Cmphu cs | \ : 
TEE SR Division, in 


C49) Rocca described the CI staff mail intercept program, 


assigned to 


addition to Richard Helmég 


HY INGUAL, as a second example of an Agency matter 


‘about which he had no knowledge nor input, 


Se 
(Ibid., pp. 19-20. 


7 
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Commission. 
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material (HSCA Classified Deposition of J. “Scelso, = 
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| ; 
(vy\ In summary, it was Rocca's testimony that an internally 
decentralized information reporting function best dO 


characterized the organization of this second phase 


of the Agency's investigative-efforts to assis 
C9 Chay Pepa oF Ke, Ward PII 717 § 
( 


the Warren Commission Pbid.,; ps 103 HSCA Classified 


gents OLETENT TM 


“Deposition of James Angleton, 10/5/7985: oe. °75;5.-80<:. 4 j 
See also CIA Doc. Rocca Memo for Record, +: April 1975, / 


f 


Subjects Conversation with David W. Belin, April 1, 
" ny ae , wherein it is stated. that Helms remained senior 
_ official in charge of the overall investigation, 


with CI staff acting as a coordinator and repository 2 


of information collected. ) 
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A, Opinions of Warren Commission and CIA Representatives 


Regarding Warren Commission-CIA Relationship 


(44 The Committee has contacted both representatives of 
the Warren Commission staff and those representatives of 
the CIA who played significant roles in providing CIA- 
generated information to the Warren Commission.. The 
general consensus of these representatives is that the 


Warren Commission and the CIA enjoyed a successful 


working relationship during the course of the ssion's 


: te PPE ASLEEP ET Pett 


investigati a “(HSCA Class. Depo. of R. Rocca 7/17/78, 


p. 18) (See also Exec. Sess. Test. of Richard Helms, 
8/9/78, pry 24, 


enema 


William Coleman, a senior staff counsel 
for thé Warren Soumission who vorKed & siesaiy with Warren 
Commission staff counsel W. David Slawson on maebecs 
which utilized the CIA's resources, characterized 
the CIA representatives with whom he dealt as 


highly competent, cooperative, and: ee 


rate ane 


_ (See HSCA staff interview of William Colema 


=A 3/2/78! Mr. Slawson expressed a similar opinion 


regarding the Agency's cooperation and quality 
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Ch J. Lee Rankin, General Counsel for the 


2 Warren Commission, testified that the Warren 
Commission and its staff were assured by the CIA 


that the mes would cooperate in the 


en lil 
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work. A fAisca ‘Class. Depo. of J. Lee Rankin, 


8/7/78, p.4; HSCA Class. Depo. of John McCone, 


8/17/78, 


Pp. 9) 


John McCone, Director of Central Intelligence 


at the time of President Kennedy's assassination 

and during the Warren Commission investigation, 

supported Mr. Rankin's testimony in this regard 
\ 


by characterizing the CIA's work vis-a-vis 


the Warren Commission-as both responsive and.-""¢ 


Depo. of John 
- McCone was responsible 


comprehensive (HSCA Class. 


McCone, 8/17/78, 5) 


Pp. 
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conveyed by the the Warren Commission. 


(Ibid., pp. 56) 
at: 


(Uf The policy of the CIA was to give the Warren 
Commission everything that we had. as 
personally asked Chief Justice Warren to 
come to my office and took him down to the | 
vault of our building where our information is 
microfilmed and stored and showed him the 
procedures that we were following and the 
extent to which we were giving him -- giving “7 
his staff everything tha gis 


In this regard, Mr. McCone f 


he was quite satisfied. 


4 ) (Ibid., pk 9) 
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ang the Warren Commission : investigation, 
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Analysis Divison for the Counter-Intelligence rates. 
~...Staff of the IAs stated under oath that 
Richard Helms had given the following 


directive: 


: an ang tA, 
Cx2\ - i ‘material bearing in—anywey hat 
‘could be of assistance to the | 
Warren Commission should be seen by cif 
staff and R em@ A and marked for us. He 
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geleat pn es tears ~~ they were verbal in so — 4 8 
far as I.know -- that we were to leave no -- 
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ers were follow to the letter by all CIA employees. 


-Mr. Rocca concluded that on this basis: 
as to turn over and to eee any iarormatton 


bearing on the assassination that co be of assistance 


_ to the Warren Commission." 
[sv] A different view of the CIA's role Peqaraing the 
supply of CIA's information to the Warren Commission was 
propounded by Richard Helms. Mr. Helms, who served as 


Z\ 


the CIA's Deputy Director for Plans during the Warren 


Commission investigation, was directly responsible for the 


/ 
estigation of President Kennedy's Hesssinscregondtne 
eliy vida via tha Warren Commission, 

} He testified to the Committee that the 


Made every effort to be as responsive as possible 


ee omemial semen i yn ea 


Aen, 


‘Warren’ Commission requests (Exec. Sess. Text. of Richard. 


Helms, 8 (9/78, 10. 


P: - Helms added further testimony 


wagucainc ne manner in which the CIA provided its infor- 
mation to the Warren Commission. He stated: 


An inquiry would come over (from the Warren Com- 
mission). We would attempt to respond to it. 

But these inquiries came in individual bits ‘and 
pieces or as 
item thaeCame along we” 


could. \((ibid., pp. 10-14; = 


Cr) 2 However, it was Mr. Helms' recollection that the CIA 


provided information to the Warren Commission primarily ; 
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oath he supported this proposition: 


Mr. Goldsmith: In summary, is it your position that. 
- the Agency gave the Warren Commission 
information only in response to speci- 
fic requests by the Warren Commission? © 


Mr. Helms: That is correct. 


I want to modify that by saying that 
memory is fallaAble. There may have been 
times or circumstances under which some- 
thing different might have occured, but 
my recollection is that we were attempting 
to be-responsive and supportive to the 
FBI and the Warren Commission. When. 
they asked for something we gave it to 


. them. 
As far as our volunteering information 


is concerned, I have no recollection of 
wr “whether we-welunteered it or not. S we 


x ; (Ibid., Pp. 34... aaa <a 


[v9] . Mr. aime" characterd sation of fulfilling Warren 
Commission requests on aescoleesis rather than uniformly 
‘volunteering relevant information to the Warren Commission 
stands in direct opposition to J. Lee Rankin's perception 
of the CIA's investigative responsibility. Mr. Rankin was 
asked by Commitee Counsel whether he worked under the 
impression that the Agency's responsibility was simply to 
respond to questions.that were addressed to CIA by the. 
quveen Commission. In response, Mr. Rankin testified as 


follows: 


(58) Not at all and if anybody had told me that I 
would have insisted that the Commission com- 
municate with the President and get a different 


arrangeeqar ificdnone set not ask the right 
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information and that would be absurd.- 
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(x4) Mr. Slawson added support to Rankin's position 
testifying that Warren Commission requests to the CIA 
. a 
were rarely specific. "The request was made initially 


that they give us all information pertinent to the 


assassination investigation." J (Exec. Sess. Test. of 


11/15/77, 29) 


W. David Slawson, p. 
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x. 


by Mr. Helms to investigate. co Lee Harvey 


Oswald, and the assassination of President Kennedy 
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action would have been taken: © : : 


( a "we would have gone at that hot and heavy. ; 
Q\ We would have queried the agent (AMLASH) 
about it in great detail. I would have 
had him polygraphed by the best operative >) ; 
security had to see if he had (sic) been CC j 
-a double-agent, informing Castro about sl 
our poison pen things, and so on. I 
“would have had all o ; 
queried about it."¢. 


(Ibid., p. 1667" 


(43) As the record reflects, these plots were known 
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the Warren Commission. The following exchange 
between Committee Counsel and Mr. Helms illustrates 
the ‘extent _ of the Agency's compromise: 


Mr. Goldsmith: Mr. Helms, I take it from your 
testimony that your position is 
that the anti-Castro plots, in 
fact, were relevant to the ~ 
Warren Commission's work; and, 
in light of: that, ‘the Committee © 
would like toa be informed as to 
why the Warren Commission was- 
not told by you of the anti- 

Castro assassination plots. 


Mr. Helms: I have never been asked to testify 
before the Warren. Commission about 
our operations. 


Mr. Goldsmith: If the Warren Commission did not 
know of the operation, it certainly 

. was not ina position to ask you 
_about a 


Is that not true? 


- Mr. Helms: Yes, but how do you know they did : 
_ not know about it? How do you 4 

know Mr. Dulles had not told them? = 

How was I to know that? And besides, 

I was not the Director of the Agency 

and in the CIA, you did not go 

traipsing around to the Warren Com- 

Mission or to Congressional Committees. 

or to anyplace else without the 

Director's PeEMiae Ton: 


whether the Warren Commission - 
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Mr. McCone testifed that he first became aware 


of the CIA's anti-Castro assassination plots 


involving CIA-Mafia ties during August 1963. He 


ere tee that upon learning of these plots he paces oe 


that. the. Agency cease all such activities. 
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When asked whether the CIA desired to withold informa- 


tion from the. Warren Commission about the Agency anti- 


Castro assassination plots to avoid embarrassing the 


Agency or causing an international crises he gave 


the following response: 


"I cannot answer that since they (CIA 
employees knowledgeable of the 


continuance of such plots) withheld 

the information from. me. I cannot 

answer that question. I have never a 
been satisfied as to why they wit ee os 


ee 


eg 
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Tbid. , 


: Regarding the relevancy of such plots to the 


Warren Commission's work, Warren Commission counsels — 


Rankin, Slawson and Spector were in agreement that 


such information should have been reported to the — 
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Mig Warren Commission- investigation) ie 
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Prom_the—CfA!s—perspective, Mr. Rocca 
testified that had he known of. the anti-Castro 
assassination plots his efforts to explore the 
- possibility of a retaliatory assassination against 


_ President Kennedy by Castro would have been intensi- 


fied. He stated that: : a completely different 

4 —* ta F 
procedural approach probably. ‘would and ee 
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of Sensitive Sources and _ Methods - Factors Affecting 


CIA Resporise to Warren Commission Requests : 
The length of time required by the CIA to 


respond to the Warren Commission's requests for 
information was dependent upon 1) the availability 
of information; = 2) the complexity of the issues 
oresaated by the sequdet and 3) the extent to which 
the relevant information ‘touched upon sensitive CIA 


sources and methods. on the first two points, Mr. 


Goldsmith: Do you think Mr. Helms was 
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to tell the Warren Commission 
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L a 3 x: 
satisfy a Commission request, the CIA would then send 5 
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nand some of these inquiries obviously 5 
ook longer than others.. ; 


For example, some Saal 
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checking a file which was in Washington. 
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J. ‘Lee Rankin expressed the opinion that véhe Agency’ s 
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i+. @ffectadthe quality of the information to which 72 


wrt the Warren Commission zane ie ‘staff. ‘were given ee f 
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The CIA's concern for revealing the existence 


Soura. and etethosy - ae 
of sensitive technieal operations/ as outlined “aboven 


meena 


was evident from the inception of the Warren Commission. 


Mr. Scelso commented that "we were not authorized © 
ae #6. Cyew hve} 


at firstto reveal all our Gachnica) operations." 


(Ibid., 


p. 158) / But Scelso did testify that: 


@-were going to give them intelligence 
reports which derived from all our sources, | 
including teemmrbteel sources, including the ; 
telephoneintercept and the information 


gotten from the interrogation of Silvia 7S 
Duran, for example, which, corresponded 
almost exactly with the’ “informatic on FE Tsao “Ht . 
4° the tehephonewintercepts / Vb: ae 


Mr. Scelsco's characterization is supported by 


examination of the background to the first major CIA 


report furnished the Warren Commission regarding 
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deleted completely from the report. | 
‘The CIA policy limiting Warren Commission - 
knowledge of CIA sources and sethedeties articu- 
ated as early as December 20, 1963, at which 
time a cable was sent from CIA headquarters to 
the Mexico City Station which stated: 
Our present plan in passing information 


to the Warren Commission is to eliminate 


[eeg? 7 ao mention ofpteteptitirestaps, in order to 


protect: your continuing~eps. Will rely 
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‘instead on statements of Silvia Duran TB 
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The . hadie-pobicy~articulated in the December 


20, 1963 cableAis also set forth: in a CIA memorandum 
~ of December to. ae it specifically concerned 
‘the CIA's relations with the es ee Ail Memorandu 
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with Helms, Scelso was directed by Helms to Peopare 
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The opinion expressed by Scelso as of December 
20, 1963 was set forth on January 14, 1964 ina 
formalized fashion. When Helms expressed his 
concern regarding exposure by the FBI of Agency 
sources to the Warren Commission. Helms wrote 
that the CIA had Becone aware that the FBI had 
already: 


called to :the attention of the 

Commission, through its attorney, 

that we have information [(as deter-. 

mined from Agency sources)| coinciding 

with thé dateiwhen Oswald was in Mexico 

‘City and which may have some bearing 

on his activities waite in that area. 
BS SEE yee, 6 / A FOIA Mec mete 


“Mr. Helms. further indicated that the CIA might 
be called upon to provide additional information 
acquired from checks of CIA records and agency 
sources. He suggested that certain policies be 
employed to enable CIA to work cooperatively 
with the Commission in a manner which ‘would 
protect CIA information, sources and methods. 
Among the policies articulated were two which 
‘Helms claimed would enable the Agency to control 
the flow of Agency originated information. [In 
\ this way the CIA could check the possibility of 

revealing its sources and methods inadvertantly. 
The policies articulated were: 
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The CIA policy of eliminating reference to Agency 


sensitive sources and methods is further revealed 
by examination of an Agency cable, dated January 29, go 


1964, sent from CIA Headquarters to the CIA Mex*eo 


gira Lehn SRO séinia eeteidianiatalanine iene ees a . 
tei 


O° CikyBtattor: f (CIA Doc. FOIA #398-204, 1/29/6 


peg neer e rE BSS gg gat PSII ROTI ART LA NET DLE LOL EME ELLA AEE A MT OE ROR ENTE TED RaMETEE TRA ral 


< DIR 97829) >This cable indicated that knowledge of 
Re ap a _— a a _ 
Agency sources“and techniques was still being with- 


held from the Warren Commission, and stated that.on 


Saturday, February 1, 1964, the CIA was to present 
a report on Oswald's Mexico City activities to the 
Warren Commission which would be in a form 7 fe 
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1) Your Bureau not disseminate information re- | é 
ceived from this Agency without prior concur r 
rence a eS 
2) In instances in which this Agency has provided 

information to your Bureau and you consider f 
that information is peytinent to the Commission's ; 
Cp ek interest, and/or complfments (sic) or otherwise C. r 

: is pertinent to information developed or . 
received by your Bureau througn other sources oO . 
and is being provided by you to the Commission, — : 
you refer the Commission to this Agency. In - E 


such cases it will be appreciated if you will 

"a advise us of such referral in order that we may 
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Mr. Helms offered testimony regarding the “CIAL ts 


reticence to inform the Warren Commission, at least \_ 
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during, the initial stage of the Commission's work, 
of the CIA's tekephontc-~and~photo~survettrance 
opesations=in Mexico city. 


The reason fox the sensitivity of these 
telLephone~taps—and—surveiddance—was not 
only becydse it was sensitive from the 
Agency's standpoint, but the tetephone 
‘taps were-running-din-conjunction™ ‘with 


the-Méxican.authorities and therefore, rh 
if this had become public knowledge, o : 
it would have.caused very bad feelings prog SL 
between Mexico and the United-States,—o 


and _that..was_. the. reason (Exec. Sess. 
@st. of Richard Helms, 8/9/78, pp. 51l- 52)" 
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Mexico City visi 
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that Oswald's various conversations with the. Cuban peel TOF "'f 


and Soviet Embassy/Consulates had been tapped and 
by the Agency's Mexico City Station 
pubeeahetely transcribed? Furthermore, that memo- 


“randum did not mention that the CIA had tapped 
and transcribed conversations between Cuban Embassy 
employee Sylvia Duran and Soviet officials at the 
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_ Raymond Rocca's testimony tends to SUeROEe 
this conclusion. It was ‘Rocca! s recollection that & 
between the time. period of January 1964 - April 1964, ; 
Warren Commission's representatives had visited the 


CIA's headquarters in Langley, Virginia ‘and had 
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During the period of March =. April 1964, 
David Slawson drafted a series eae memoranda which 


among other issues concerned Warren Commission know- 
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ledge of and access to the production: material 
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derived from the CIA-telaphonic-curveitiance-operations— 


NSS. 


-in Mexico City. A review of these memoranda tends 


to support the Committee's belief that the Warren 
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Another Slawson memorandum, dated March 25, © 


1964 concerned Oswald's trip to Mexico. In that memo 


Slawson wrote that the tentative conclusions 


he had reached concerning Oswald's Mexico trip, 


.were derived from CIA ‘Memoranda of January 31, 1964 a4} 
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These comments indicate that Slawson placed 
qualified reliance upon the Mexican police summary. 
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‘Mexico City Station: 


Our present plan in passing information 
to the Warren Commission is to eliminate 
mention o brig tel eas in order to 
‘protect your cerntdnudaneg Pata 

rely instead on statements of Silvia 
Duran and on contents of Sovi 
file e which Soviets gaye- 


(CICIA Doe. FOIA #420-757; 5 TP Oey 
Din 904660 eee 
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further supported by reference to his memorandum pager, i 
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conclusion that Oswald had visited the Cuban 4 4 — 

ah beolt te we eda say bly ies aa ae g 
Embassy orf three occasions. (ibid, ‘pry ethis xs. ; 

: s ag i . * : 
conclusion, he wrote,was based upon an analysis of : f 
Silvia. Duran's testimony before the Mexican police. 7 
This memorandum bears no indication that he had ; 


Ata Lars, prekitmins LB eee aid th fette 
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. Furthermore, 
had Sla on b ae ee to che eranece2pCe: & 
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Se we we . 
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‘criticism oe the above cited Mexican Bovids summary report. 
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they were as“of March 27, 1964. 
| The record supports the Committee's finding ; 
that.as of April 2, 1964 the Warren Commission had ‘e 
still Reg le to cngp asses renced -. cnistenad 
series off telephonie—imtereept Ss. “ty memorandum of 
that gate By Coleman and Slawson, - ; posed one . 


ques uae to the CIA and made two- Pequeseetor information 
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2) We would like to see copies of the 


S, translated 


or related subjects; 


We would especially like to see the 
rma Leta] 
latesxeept in which the allegation that 
money was passed at the Cuban Embassy 5 
Po, = PR ENTAT ene g pe re a = 
is discussed (Ibid. )- ae’ zed 


The question initiatiy paged by (Item 1). in 


‘the shove “Feterenced memorandum of Pee at 2 concerns 


Seng apeartan. | 
sare sHronte PHESYCSBE of-September~277-1963- joo 


see RIT 
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ak _losstarme /-(Slavson I ‘Memorandum < of apr 2S 
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peers terme nnernynon = me 
Pas 


(1964, Be. 1) ) J Obviously, if Slawson found Lt necessary 


Neeetey. 


to request the source of the information, he had 
not as yet been provided access to the original 


material by the CIA. ... 
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that the Conmission had not been giving access to) the—intercept 


concerning’ the assassination. ue 
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conversation of November 22, 1964, in which the. 
passing of monies was discussed had not as of April 
2 been provided to the Commission. The Commission 
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twanserrpts at @ March oo 1964 meeting between 


Commission: representatives_and.Age _re resentatives. 


oe — At 
T§iawson 1 memorandum, March 12, 1964, Subj: Confezxenc 


with CIA on March 12, 1964) 
© on eee 
On April 3, 1964, Coleman and Slawson exprassed 
their concern for receiving complete access to all 


materials relevant to Oswald's Mexico City. trip: 


The most. probable final result of the 


entire investigation of Oswald's activities 


in Mexico is a conclusion that he went 
there for the purpose of trying to reach ; 
Cuba and that no-bribes, conspiracies, > 
etc. took place. 

...In order to make such a judgment (that 
all reasonable lines of Lagadiaaakion that 


might have uncovered other motivations or 
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possible conspiracies have been followed 
through with negative results), we must 


become familiar with the details of what 


both the American and Mexican investi- 


gatory agencies there have done. This - 
means reading their reports, after trans- 
lation, if necessary, and in some cases 

soins with the investigators | themselves. 
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for a thorou h investigation nA eee 
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Ln posta “the CIA's concern test its sources and methods, 


however "relevant to the Commission! 's investigation, 


bemexposed. ‘Considering the-gravity and. signi- 


ficance of the Warren Commission's investigation; tone 
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On April 8, David Slawson, Howard. Willens, 
and William Coleman flew to Mexico City, Mexico 


to meet with the representatives of the State 


Department, FBI, CIA, and the ‘Government of f Mexico. 


nage ae 


((Slawson Memorandum, April 22, 1964, Subj: 7 Trip sy 


men aR Li erin ne enema ten een 
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O Mexico City, p. 1) rior~ arture, 


me ee 
_they. jet. -with- RoHaS” Mann, the U.S. Ambassador to. 
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the time of “president Reniey = anseaatnaniog mie | 


Ambassador Mann told. the. Warren”Commisston~representa- 
- ia ‘bo ou Wee waka! a) etary On” "spd nah windy, a 4 
tives thatthe (CIA' S-Mexiee-Gity=Station-was—actively 
engaged sieephotosumvedtianc oO peT , Oo & 
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_—— upon the group’ s arrival in Mexico City, they — ? 
> a 


were met by U. Ss. “Ambassador Freeman, Claire Boonstra © 


of the State Department, Clark? Anderson of the FBI, 
CCA Rlgre: labs) | : 5 


and WirstonScotttfthe+& (Ibid. pp. 9-10)" oc . 
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".. .MiweSeett stated at the beginning | 
of his narrative that he intended to make 
a complete disclosure of all facts, 
including the sources of his information, 
and that he understood that all three of 
us had been cleared for TOP SECRET and — 
that we would not disclose beyond the 
confines of the Commission and its 
immediate staff the information we obtain- thy oe 
ed through him witho first clearing it Log 
with his superior in Washingten>—WYe- 
agreed to this." , 


ate fosnribed to the Commission 
Ax Ce skly 
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following the assassination, indicating that his 


| stafé immediately began to eonpive dossiers on 


PuLany and everyone else Ehroughout Mexico 


whom the CIA knew had had some contact with Oswald 
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s ; gL ! 
sed&& reveaiea that all known Cuban and Russian. 
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intelligence agents iad “quickly _ beén put under 


surveillance following the assassination. Slawson 


concluded : 


7 he pekerence 5 Kouts bate bam 
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farrative plus the material we. 


were shown disclosed immediately how 

- incorrect our previous information had 
been @n ed aid) s contacts with the Soviet 
and Mexicai Em assies/ Apparently the 
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because the CIA information that we 
were shown by,Scott was unambiguous on y ea 
almost all the crucial points. We had . d 
previously planned to show sScost, stawson's 
reconstruction of Oswald's prob 
activities at the embassies to get ere s 
opinion, but once we saw how badly distorted 
our information was we realized that this 
would be useless. Therefore, instead, we 

decided to take as close notes as possible_ oe 

from the original source materials at some 

later time during our visit." (Ibid, Pp. 
em phasis 
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K A separate Slawson penerencut of Apr 


the results of the notetaking from original source 
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materials that he did following Seuttke disclosures. 
C sensi hte Hans df 
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intercepts pertaining to the Duran and Oswald -cenver- | : 
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investigation, t Cémmission 
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EO Fl 
the factual pat by which it hada seeieeueda Gswald's 
activities in Mexico City. ae further revedled that 
gu 


the Agency had provided say ous informay on to 


the CommissAon when, in fatét “on almost all the 
crucial p ints" signific: intly more precshe materials. 


could haye been nade available for analysis by the 


Commiss on. (Ibid.) thus, the. Agency ¥s. early policy 
Ir) DID OA Goat 6 
of no providing: thefCommission with yabGaby—rebevant 


- HEE AS 


deriveds f : ay cies 

, mined the investigation 
and/ possibly foréclosed lines of javestigation e-S+r 
cul an involvement, hat might hage been» more seriously 
considered had? this material been ‘expeditiously 
provided. 
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On November 23, 1963, FBI Special Agent odum 


showed Marguerite Oswald a photograph of a man 


bearing no physical resemblance to her son( (Warren 
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Prior to the assassination, ° 


ina aaa “aaitrphat a Rocka the cS eae ae wo ; 


had been linked by Af é 9 
/\the-Mextco-city—Station to Lee Harvey Oswald. ( (Ibid. y 5 
\ Richard ‘Helms, in a sworn affidavit before the Warren 


Commission, stated that the photograph shown to 
gut Sede af Hfe cont 


Marguerite Oswald had been taken pe eeghet wee Teton 

Lah On ctth Sobek Cop et me daar ry he POs sa J ett 

in Mexito City and” Wistakeniy—Linked-at- that—time—to 4 
(1 3 rhe No ren Ber 23.1.9 BB eee esttnuin amare ee eg p 

Oswatd. (Warren Commission Affidavi> “of Richard 


: eee ot Wotler Comins’ an ik. A: aes ae 
8/7/64, Vol. XI, pp. 469-470) eae 


ee “Marguerite Oswald testified ; 


Peete the Warren Commission and recounted the cir- 


cumstances under which: he was shown the photograph so / 2. Of 


a I a TE ene ORT ere 
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Qwerzen Commission Report Vol pts Mrs. Oswald testified 
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Thereafter, on February 12, 1964, J. Lee 


Rankin wrote to Thomas Karramésines, Assistant DDP 
requesting both the identity of the individual 


depicted in the photograph and an explanation of 


the cincumstances by which this photograph was 


obtained by the Central Intelligence Agency. 


meee 


/(Létter of J. Lee ‘Rankin, Feb. 12, 1964, 


#3872) FOIA S3- DBZA 


On that same day, in a separate letter, 


Rankin wrote to DCI McCone regarding materials 


1963 to the Secret Service but not to the Warren 


that: the CIA had disseminated since November 22, = = f 
Commission. Rankin requested copies of these ; 


materials which included three CIA cables. | The 
iif ac €n 4 
cables concerned the photographh subsequent iy shown 24.00% fer, ; 
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on -tzeluctant to make the material disseminated to 


zonsto the Commission. 


= John Scelso hestitied regarding the circumstances 
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suexeunaine the, ‘eventual explanation. ‘given to the 


Commission “recounting ‘the origign of the photograph in ~ 


“question. Scelso stated: 


"We did not initially disclose to the. 

Warren Commission all of our technical ee 

operations. In other words, we did not 
'. initially. disclose. to them that we had 7 
hetesurveiilanee because the November ... fo’ 
. photo we ha (o£-MMM) was not of Oswald. 
hererore. Lt-.did-not- mean ‘any thine it; you ¢ 
seet"s H ECA C/ass Depo af John Seelse 5f/ 


_ Mr. Goldsmith: ...80 the Agéncy was making a unilateral 


aes decision mee was not relevant to the Warren — a 
ee « 5 ie ae il ff Bs | Cc \ an 
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* pberse Right, we were not wutheeieed: at first, 
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id. By ‘February 12, 1964 the Warren Commission had 


(dnadvertantly) requested access to tebephonic_surveillance 
obra Mate 


sEBaUSESA., a cause for concern within the pi car g 
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due to the sensitivity of Agency sources.and.methods.~ 7 
: haw +4 40 Cae ene s és ot \ 
J te Similarly,_ the. possible | disclosure Jot the-photesurvediiance _/ 
“ yea Bo pile Ln. e, Eke gored ee ne I ES ee 
oe <. © operations to the Warren Commission’ had also begun to cause 
concern within the Agency. 
& oll On March 5, 1967, Raymond Rocca wrote in an 


internal memorandum to Richard Helms that "we have 


a problem here for your determination.* Rocca -~_ 


outlined Angleton's desire not to respond directly N 


to Rankin' Ss request of February 12 regarding the CIA \ 


material forwarded to-thexsecret Service. since 


ipa /~ 8 


Ny 
November 23, 1 64.) 0eGa then stated: 


"Unless you feel otherwise, Jim would 
prefer to wait out the Commission on the 
matter covered by paragraph 2 (of the 
above-referenced February 12 letter to McCone 
requesting access to CIA reports provided 
z¢72ethe Secret Service after November 22, 1963, 
on Ot 43FK Doc> 3982). If they come back. on this 
oe point he feels that you, or someone from 
here, . should be prepared to go over to. show 
the, Commission the material rather than pass 
then to them in copy. Incidentally, none 
of these items are of new substantive 
interest. We have either passed the material 
\ in substance to the Commission in response to 
earlier levies or the items refer to aborted 
leads, for example, the £amou six photographs 
_which- : ara Doc. 


\ deposits lames “Angleton, 10/5/78, ee 
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Lee aid 
ail ae aa ; 
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On March 12, 1964, representatives of the 


Warren Commission and the CIA confered regarding f 


the February 12 request for the materials porte eee 130 
to ae Secret Service by the _Ageney~ (Letter of 

. FolA ¢ coy-2S& 

;v. hes Rankin March 16, 1964, JFK Doc. “#3872, Slawson~. 


a ciclni ‘March 12, 1964) ) . 
t| récora indicates that the Commission at 


The — 


jl 
the March 12 meeting pressed’ for~access-: -to~ the - ay ee 


eae Pea lor ee ot het tack! dbo | i ‘Vestn. | wy 


Secret Service matertatis.... ~ Rankin. Wwrote--to- Helms” 


on March 16. that it was his understanding that the 
CIA would supply the Commission with a paraphrase of 
each report or communication perteshide to the Secret 
Service materials “with all indications of your 


confidential communications eechnsquce ana confidential 


7 a 


sources deleted. ‘Wyou wilt “aise SEford: membérs- OE eet. 


our staff working in this area an opportunity oc % 


; 
review the actual file so that they may give assurance J yaze 
Or : 5 


Paes jeothat “the “pataphrases-erecompiete:*~ (letter , 
: , Faik 25eF : pls 
\ gankin, March 16, 1964, paragraph 2, JFK Doc. No.3872)- 
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FOR Nt Ne vies ia A aarti 


AOE Ne ana A eSB 


Rankin further indicated ‘that the same 
procedure was to Ba Poiowed regarding any material 4 


in the possession of the CIA prior to November 22, 
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‘Helms responded to Rankin's March ‘16 letter 


© el“ on March 24 (FOTAT# 622-258), by. two separate ; ‘a 
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ne CD 631 provided the Commission with a Sony Of the 


reer 


ee CARR re A NY poranema 


em : 
ee, ‘loctober 10, 1963 CIA dissemination to FBI, State Dept., Be. 


INS and Navy Dept. (and to the Secret Service on 
22 Nov. ) ragaraing Lee Harvey Oswald and his. presence - , ¢ 
at the Soviet Consulate in Mexico city. The response 
further revealed that on October 23, 1964, CIA had 


ca - from the Navy 
i requested two Copies OE the most recent photograph 


of Oswald in ore to check the identity... of the person — S é 
Abs : Aen® ee ees Po — ) : = 
believed ne be Oswald in Mexico citye Furthermore, y 


the CIA etabece 3 ROBIE, it did not indicate when, that 


it had: determined ore -the photograph shown to Meecuent ys 
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cabled reports were received at CIA headquarters 
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C from the CIA 


arding - phokegraphs | 38 
of an unidentified man who had visited the Cuban a) 

€ ; 
Soviet Embassies during October and November 96K 


Paraphra ses of these cables, not event euS: eens ae iF 
coe ees ij ce 


A ce, 


sources and methods, were attached to cn(67£. the 
Agency wrote that the Subject of the photo referenced 
in these cables was not Oswald. It was further . 
stated that: — 


"In response to our meeting of 12. March and 
your memo of 16 March?.“Stérn ‘and,willens 

4 wit review at Langley the original copies 
of these 2 “Gisseminations to the Secret 

_ Service and the cables on owhich they were 

based,. as well as the ies tog? Of. the unidenti- 
fied man (CIA-Doc: -—DDP4=1555 epests24 
hosed etarcein oe aes leg 


peta : yy 


.On March 26, William Coleman wrote in a memorandum 


for the record: 


q "The CIA divedoaa a memorandum to J. Lee Rankin 
WW on-Maxeh—24,—-1564 (Commission Document Mo. 631) 
in which’ it-set forth:the dissemination of ; 
the information on Lee Harvey Oswald. I realize 
that this memorandum is only a partial answer 
to our inquiry to the CIA dated March 16, 1964 
and I hope that the complete answers will give’ & 
us the. additional patommerion. we Waren 3f, 96a Hats 


Te es, 
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Coleman went on to state: 


"As you know, we are still trying to get an 

explanation of the photograph which the FBI. 

showed Marguerite Osyeid. after the 
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assassination. I hope that paragraph 4 

mn of the memorandum of March 24, 1964 
Eo [cD 631] sent Mr. Rankin by the CIA ge hmes 
is not the answer which the Ton ee ae ae 

to give us as to this inquiry({" (Ibid 
Pre, 
The following day, “as agreed by Warren Commission 


and Agency representatives, Samuel Stern of the — 


: 2 e 
Commission visited-CIA. Baits Vr ana atelae in ee oe a Le 


Virginia, ' aes Pay oa Nae St, wdc ie co 


ne ney emeret ent C1 Ae ERE RIODR AAT a tye Lae Smite Se ctrae pond aS NARs eS Domania a dare emer eet 


a me a PEINS SE 


th oe Sterns' memorandum ‘Of nis visit reveals. = 7 y “eo 


he reviewed Oswald's file with Raymond 


indicated that Oswald's file contained those materials 


furnished prsgiously to the Warren Commission by t) of a is ; 


the 


bee reports‘ Oe ‘November 22 gnaaneeenbor 


23, ftom the-ciAts Hexice-ciey-seation ah 


relating er. photography ae “ehe-unidenti- 
yee Gules me. ON SEES O Ot oleae 
me fed_individual-nistakenty-believed-to-be 
o&§ \Se 
Lee—Harvey Oswald | ‘and tne reports on  thdse 
buy C/A 
cables furnished- on November 23, 1963 fos 


cath yy OOS ce. r, Oy eee 


the Secret Service bythe cz, "(Me eadum 

a PAGEL UN SOs nant hret ® 1 EOLA, hs yn cere - 
of Samuel stern; March 277-1964) i oe a 
Stern noted that these messages were accurately 


paraphrased in the attachments to cD 674 paeveees the 


# Paragraph y ee Cd 63! sfckA ree CIA concludes / 
VAatae rasp of uni denti Fea 1 hi vinteal bid rctatp ict 


ee o'x ress Rs Te reaohs of Cow 
Ssificgtiguc yatwsor 2 si , ; 
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a) Soviawee the Pel One. MW, 1963 cable from rors), thd 
)4 g.~Nesiegsbieesereton to CIA headquarters 
Peporeang Oswald" ontact with the Soviet Embassy 
“ebb 


in Mexico pi Seca ten Stern examined the 


October 10, 1963 cable from CIA headquarters to 
“A Ap Ate a3 tant 
the, Mexico City Statéen reporting background infor- 


. mation on Oswald. (pia “Stef recorded ~ / ci oh 


that - these messages were 


ce 


bn ao 


Wao 5 p= 
fale paraphrased accurately ae RN in the CIA' s January 


31 memo to the Warren Commission reporting Oswald's 


= o. 
Mexico City trip. Abid) mie 


" 


Lastly, Stern mated that Rocca provided him 


for his review a computer printout of the ver snances 


to Oswald-related documents 2 a e 
- weet Ae va Ss | 


stated "there is 


electronic data storage sys 


WRA, 


ot. 


<: 6 « no item listed on_—the-peinteut which the Warren Con-. 
vy a (& hewt . 
fie * mission| hes noe been given either in full text or. & 
a eyes ar. y 
paraphrased." ( (Ibid. ys al ( 5 
Pees on : 


SS arneneast ee 


Thus, by the 27th of March, a Warren Commission r 
representative had been apprised of the circumstances , 


surrounding the mysterious photograph. 
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Luisa Calderon 

Approximately five hours after President | 
Kennedy's assassination a Cuban government employee 
in Mexico banat named "Luisa" received a telephone 
call from An. unidentified-man-speaking Spanish. (S 


— 


This call had been in 


by the 


CIA's=Mexico-CityxStation.as the result of its  /<*¥ 
; aa : 


LIENVOYie(tedwutapj.operation. (Ibid.)) TheMexica. 
‘City Station, as subsequently reported to CIA 
headquarters, identified the Luisa of the conversa- 
tion as Luisa Calderon, who was then employed in 
the Commercial Attache's office at the Cuban Consu- 
Late (oie yO iS 

During the course of the conversation, the 
unidentified caller asked Luisa if she had heard 


_ (of the assassination) ar 
the latest news. Luisa replied in a- joking tone: 


"Yes, ce. SCQURE Sy I. knew almost before Kennedy. a 


. ‘CIA's 


Paraphrasing the telephone—intercept—transcript, 


it states that the caller told Luisa . the. person 
WY Parmer nde oF teu nslatho rts [ODED FORO IS 
fa ~ Cat Acro Ajo SS [EP Sr: SA . 2 
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apprehended for Kennedy's slaying was the a, 


ees of the Fair 


"President of one. 


replied that she also knew sg 
a a 
Nesrnge> 
the unidantis/co 


fied eeitee replied, 


that she had learned nothing else about the assassina~ | 
; / 


tien and that she had learsed about the assassi on f 


' i. 
mw ftor & 
“ye 


only a little while ag @ unidentified caller 


commented: 


We think that if it had been or had 
seemed...public or had been one of 
the segregationists or against 

-  intergration who had killed Kennedy, 
then there was, let's say, the 
possibility that a sort of civil 
war would arise in the United States; 
that contradic jis ae be sharpened... 


who knows = / 6 De . ; 


pene {o% 
sey so 


Raymond Rocca, in response to a 1975 Rocke- 


Luisa responded: 


Imagine, one, two, three ana 
makes three. (She laughs.) 


feller Commission request for information on a 


, 


’ possible Cuban conspiracy to assassinate President 


' Kennedy wrote regarding Calderon's comments: 


NB. 


at 
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Latin hyperbole? Boastful ex post facto © : 
suggestion of foreknowledge. This is the 

only item in the intercept coverage of 

the Cubans and Soviets after the assassina- 

tion that contains the suggestion of fore- J 


‘knowlege of expectation. (CIA~Doc.7~-—. pee [GY 
Memorandum of Raymond Rocca for. DC/OPS, > 
Se ee 


Se p. 15) *€sae pS Sa Her 


Standing by itselé, Luisa Calderon's cryptic 
comments do not merit serious attention. Her words 
may indeed indicate foreknowledge of the assassina- 
tion but may equally be interpreted without such a . 
Sinister implication. Nevertheless, the Committee ; | 
has determined that Luisa Calderon's case should 


have merited serious attention in the months following 


the assassination. 


In connection with the assassination, ee 


Calderon's name first Sureaced on November 27, reer 


aN, 
ey 
aN 


in a cable sent by then_ anbassador Mann in tothe. pena (aS 
Lee Se Se ne ee te sy on om) 


oa ol! a (CIA Doc. DIR-85573, 11/27/63) 


i alg ely ae 
In that. cable Mann stated: 


— 
eas sagan te tenn ere ees 


...-Washington should urgently consider 
\ feasibility of requesting Mexican authorities 
to arrest for interrogation: Eusebio Azcue, 
Luisa Calderon and Alfredo Mirabal. The two 
men are Cuban national and Cuban consular 


officers. Luisa Calderon i mse Soran 
in Cuban Consulate here." Cage a ~= / fo 


Glessticotion: —sacces 009075 


2200520 | | | Clase’ derivation, _C. Berk 
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could reasonably be interpreted to indicate possible 
foreknowledge, the CIA position is as follows: 


During the Rockefeller Commission inquiry, 
Calderon's conversation was identified 

as a possible item of information from 

the Agency's Cuban and Soviet telephone 
intercepts that might suggest foreknowledge 
of a plot to assassinate the American Presi- 
dent. This involves a faulty translation of an 
answer Calderon gave to her caller. In answer 
to the latter's question as to whether she 

had heard the latest news, Calderon said: 


Si, claro, me entere casiantes que Kennedy." 


The verb entere 1s mistranslated. Me entere 

(the first person of the verb enterarsefe, 

past tense) should be translated as ".f.I found 
out (or I learned) /about it -- the assassination/ 
almost before Kennedy /did7." In other words, 
Calderon was saying she heard about the shooting 
of Kennedy almost at the time the event took 


place..." (CIA Doc., Memorandum Regarding 
Luisa Calderon conversation, p.l). 


*Regarding the issue of whether Calderon's comments : 


Lon [F The Committee fundamentally disputes the 

; narrow interpretation of Calderon's comments 
Lif, assigned by the Agency. It is the Committee's 
ole position that translation of Me Entere as 

2 either "I found out" or "I learned about" 

does not foreclose interpretation of Calderon's 
comments as a suggestion on her part of possible 
foreknowledge of President Kennedy's assassination. 
The ynierpretation, nang vert, should have wn ett to 
Fhe judearat of thedarren Commsssio net Tre C le 
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This cable does not state the basis for 


arresting Calderon.* However, the CIA's copy of this 
cable bears a handwritten Aoeseten on its routing 
page. That notation states: “Info from Amb Mann 
for. Sec Rusk re: ...persons involved with Oswald 

in Cuban Embassy." _ Mann went on to state in urgent 


Bg Scab g 


OL terms: "They may quickly be returned - to Havana in 


order to eliminate any possibility ee 
, Home es 
7: o Government could use them as witnesses.\ (Ebsd) a 
According to CIA files, Calderon made: 


reservations to return to Havana on Cubana Airlines on 


December 11, 1963, less than ue weeks after the 


. Lae eT a a a a A emo gl orem 
assassination. ( (CIA Doc. CSCI-316/01783-65, 4/26/f) : 
: y TE Nera —neeanaeesate a cece yr a nl a 

Ae k -Calderon, Azcue and Mirabal were not arrested 
nor detained for questioning by the Mexican federal 
Fea 

police. However, Silvia Duran, a friend and associate { 
of Calderon's and the one person believed to have , 


; ——— nS: re, adh nig wot rahe ciple 3s ery ere Bay Ht Comm 118 
+t is the Committee's belief that Mann was prompted , 
to request the arrest of Calderon.on the basis of ge Se 
\ Gilberto Alvarado Ugarte's allegation that Calderon 
-was present at the Cuban Embassy when Oswald 
was eee ieee given a sum of money presumably to 


ee 


Oe 


va 
(Gt 8 Du, SR Ceasieation fs — or 
iis PET Gg ae Aenea) C. Berk 
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had repeated contact with Oswald while he was in 


Mexico City, was arrested and questioned by the 


ge 
Mexican post ce Om eeon separate occasions7“ (CIA OR Se a a 
f Me ee tree 


j Doc. DIR 84950, 11/23/63, CIA Doc. DIR 85471,7 2." (3: 
neh £37031 CTA Doc 


S 


ae wes 
During her second interrogation, Duran was 


questioned regarding her association with Calderon. 


‘ 


There is no indication in the reinterrogation report 


e een 


sccouseing for the questioning of Duran. about“Calderon. 


: eee 
AG - 4cra Doc. DDP4- -0940, 2/21/64) - _Ahe taeeriation regarding 
ee as 


4 
Nida, 


Duran's aneErogeeion was passed to the Warren Commission @ 
on February 21, 1964, more than two months after 7 4 
Calderon had returned to cuba C (rbid.)>)~ "le weeaie ua é 

Information was reported to the CIA during | : 


May 1964, =u a Cuban defector, tying Luisa 
Calderon to the Cuban Intelligence apparatus. The 
defector, aifiac- 1, was himself a Cuban Intelligence 


Officer who supplied valuable and highly reliable 


diem pita AS nnn meth A trea mag teeny 


information to the CIA be egato ag Cuban eS weet f tet 


to Chief, Office of Security, 6/23/64) Calderon's ] 
ica eee 


ee ere teen 
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ties to Cuban intelligence were reported to the n 
Commission o on June 18, 1964.-—“(cra Doc. FOIA #739-31 


ee east reine 


terre teen emcee nee 


i SR NAA cen EPO CT OPMENT 
“$/19/64)." However, the Committee has determined from 


its review that the CIA did not provide Calderon's 
‘ conversation of November 22 to the Warren Commission. 


| Consequently, even though the Warren Commission was aware that. 


o0e073. 
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Calderon had connections to intelligence work, 
as did other Cuban Embassy officers, the gital 
link between her background and her comments 
was never established for the Warren Commission 
by the CIA. The Agency's oversi¢ht:- in this. 
regard may have forclased the Commission from © 
actively pursuing a lead of great significance. 


Calderon’ s-201 file reveals/that she 


mee 
a 7 


EO oa emcee te 


farrived in “Mexico ‘City “Erom pavana on January 16, 
1963, carrying Cuban Passport B/63/7. Her date 

| of birth was believed to be 1940 (CIA Doc. Dispatch 
HMMA21612, no-date-given) Calderon’ S presence in 


NL 


| Mexico: City was first reported by the CIA on July 


+ 
: 


/15, 1963 in a dispatch from the CIA's Miami field 
no 
; office to the CIA's Mexico City station and to the 
j Fe mi, 


| Chief of the CIA's Special Affairs Staff (for Cuban 


EN te 


Operations). (CIA Doc. Dispatch JFCA-10095, 7/15/63) é 
That dispatch had’ ‘aliacned to ita ‘Feport containing 9 


biographic data, on personnel then assighed to the 


\ 
inpehouadin, te waste uta B oN 


Cuban Embassy in Mexico City. At page thredvof the > 


attached report Luisa Calderon was listed as Seckatery 


Rind gan be rae ne aya 


of the Cuban Embassy's commercial office. The 


. iar eae . - 99089 | & 
Classification: oa a 5 


Classified by derivation: 


az ya 4 47 Le - 
_ 59 = 
Classification: 
(This form is to be used for material extracted | : ; 
from ClA—controlled documents.) 
notation indicated that a eport was pending on ,. = eg 
No Such report is present 
Calderon. (Toad. epee Be aera Cnet), ‘The fin Calderon's 
/ 201 File. . 


Agency has attempted, without-success, to locate 


oe 


ae as 


. the report. Se seat oe 


Luisa casderons association with the Cuban 


DGI was first recorded d by the CIA on May 5, 1964. 174 
reed — ee 
/"(CEA-Déc-*Blind Memorandum of! Harold—Swerson 


sts Te wpe. FOOTIE 
At that time;—J Ei 


‘A. 682290 5/5/64), 
Chief of Gounberankelisgence for the Special Affairs 
Staff, reported the wosuits of his debriefing of 


the Cuban defector, AMMHE-1. The memorandum stated 


that pein ia no direct knowledge of Lee Harvey 
Oswald or his activities but was able to provide 


a 


items of interest based upon the aa of Cc senda le 
Cuban Intelligence eerie officers (Ibid. O) BD ateciiee 


“xsftoc-1 was asked if Oswald was known to the:Cuban 


| NR. 


EEE. 


intelligence services DeEOre November 23, 1963. 


ublec- 1 told Langosch "Prior to October 1963, Oswald ? 


visited the Cuban Embassy in Mexico City_on two or 


\ three occasions. Before, during and after these 


visits, Oswald was in contact with the Direccion 
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General De Intelligencia (DGI), specifically | 


with Luisa Calderon, Manuel Vega Perez, and 


fe Se 
“Rogelio Rodriguez Lopez." 


Langosch thereafter wrote that Calderon’ s 


precise relationship to the DGI was not clear. 


As a comment to this statement-he set forth the 


i 


“3 CIA cable and dispatch traffic which recorded her 


“ageesee arrival in Mexico GUEENg January 1963 and departure 


as — one month after the assassination. 


On May 7, 1964, Langosch recorded additional 


information he had elicited from mites-1 regarding ie 


2 pets se ny 
owen am, a 2 


Oswald's possible. contact with the pst. “(cra S00) 


An eee 687-295, ‘attach. x, 5/7/64) { Baragraph 3 3 ae 


a, “ _— 


ey a earn aN tS enn Rea me etn enn ay eee et 


this memorandum stated in part: 


Seb. 


a. Luisa Calderon, since she returned 
' to Cuba, has been paid a regular. 
salary by the DGI even though she 
has not performed any services. 
Her home is in the Vedado section 
wnere the ts are high. 
b. Source (nabs) has known Calderon 
for several years. Before going 
\ to Mexico, she worked in the 
Ministry of Exterior Commerce 
in the department which was known 
as the "Empres@ Transimport." 
Her title was Secretary General 
of the Communist Youth in ee j? 9 
department me ) in—the~pig TLOUS 
sentence. ((Ibid?) 5: PLAT 


Ses. 


ya. 
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On May 8 Hensonen mee dieercsea AMMUG" s 
ea eer Oe eee 


| / s Q 
f ,¢. knowledge of the Oswald cask (Ibid, attach. aS 
Fars a! i { S face ae 

Langosch paraphrased 's knowledge of C Gaideron 


. as AOL Lows 


I thought that Luisa Calderon might have 
had contact with Oswald because I learned 
about 17 March 1964, shortly before I made 
a trip to Mexico, that she had been ; 
involved with an American in Mexico. The 
information to which I refer was told to. 
me by a DGI case officer... I had commented 
to (him) that it seemed strange that Luisa 
Calderon was receiving a salary from the 
DGI although she apparently did not do 
any work for the Service. (The case officer) 
told me that hers was a peculiar case and 
that he himself believed that she had been 
xecruited in. Mexico by the Central Intelligence 
Agency although Manuel Pineiro, the Head 
of the DGI, did not agree. As I recall, 
(the case officer) had investigated Luisa 
Calderon. This was because, during the time 
she was in Mexico, the DGI had intercepted 
a letter to her by an American who signed 
his name OWER (phonetic) or something 
Similar. As you know, the pronunciation 
of Anglo-Saxon names is difficult in 
ae ae Spanisn so I am not sure of how the name 
ev a Ness “mentioned by {Hernandez should be spelled. » 
It could have been "Howard" or something . 


different. As I understand the matter, 
the letter from the American was a love 
letter but indicated that there was a 
clandestine professional relationship 
between’the writer and Luisa Calderon. 

I also understand from (the case officer) 
that after the interception of the letter 
she had been followed and seen in the 
company of an American. I do ov at / & / 
this could have been Oswald. .f. (Ibid Ss 
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On May ll, Raymond Rocca wrote a memorandum 


to Director Richard Helms regarding the -information _. 

an pass aah S chow A 

Swenson d elicited from shams {(CrA Doc. FOIA 687-295) 
os nn nel 


(5/11/64, “Rowca Hemovandum) Rocca proposed that "the 
Ne _ 


F ee ; 

DDP in person or via a designee, perferably the 
—f 

former, discuss the AMMUG—1 situation on a very 


restricted basis with Mr. Rankin at his earliest 
convenience either at the Agency or at the Commission 


headquarters. Until this takes place, it is hot 

desirable to put anything in wetting. (abia. p. aa 
On May 15, 1964, Helms wrote Rankin weenie 

ata: ¢ information about the DGI, indicating its 


_ sensitivity and. operational significance.“ (CIA Doc. 


ee A ep ae 


- 
| \_LFOIA 697-294, 5/15/64, Helms Memorandum) / Attached 
treet eee en —" 


AT AER RE eer ere es Rae ERNIE te ean YEON EE 


1 + 


to Helms' communication. was a parap rased accounting 5 
ane iSg PORDAS SELEY 


Ds: MN ae 


/ Sr? that 


of Langosch's' May 5 memorandum. 
attachment the intelligence associations of Manuel 
Vega Perez and Rogelio Rodriguez Lopez were set forth. 
However, that attachment made no reference whatsoever 
to Luisa Calderon. 

Howard Willens of the Warren Commission 


requested as a follow-up’to the May 15 memorandum, 
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access to the usr Use in Langosch's /¥C 
alt Be (eee ee 


. interrogation of of AME. 


nn 


(cra Doc. FOIA 739- 316, 6/19/64 


—w perenne see RP RE Ae SAteen enema oncta i petite lo gerne | 


Memorandum) On~June 18, 1964 Arthur ur Dooley of 


ma 


Rocca's Gounterintelligence Besearch and Analysis 
7 Ae f 's | 
Group took the questions and AMMUG'S responses to 


the Warren Commission's office “s for Willen's review. 
= : 


Willens saw Langosch's May 5 memorandum. The only 
mention of Calderon was as follows: "The precise. 
relationship of Luisa Calderon to the DGI is not 


clear. . She spent about six months in Mexico from 


ak ~ eas 
which she returned to Cuba early in 1964.0 “(rid } 
: se a8 
However, Willens was not shown Langosch's 


memoranda, of May 7 and May 8, 1964 which contained 


much more detailed information on Luisa Calderon, 
'§ report ef 


including! her. possible association dalegics Lee Harvey. i as Se 


ee oO 
Oswald and/or American intelligence\ (Ibid. Se) 


' The Warren Commission as of June 19, 1964, 


had little if no reason to pursue the Luisa Calderon 


lead. It had effectively been denied significant 


* It should be noted that these memoranda of May 5, = 
7, 8, 11 and June 19 with attachments, are not a 
referenced in the Calderon 201 file. (See CIA 
Computer printout of Calderon 201 file) Their 
existence was determined by the Committee's. ; ; 


independGhassifiéation: other agency files. 
; _ 000085 
S E AAT. Classified by derivation: 
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background information. This denial may have 
impeded or prevented the Commission's pursuit 

of Calderon's povéntial relationship to Oswald 
and the assassination of President Kennedy. But 


even if the Warren Commission had learned 


of Calderon's background and possible contact with 


Oswald it still had been denied the one significant 
piece of iaearmatiad that might haveraised its 
interest in Calderon to a more serious level. The 
Warren Commission was.never told about Calderon's 


conversation of November 22, 196/4). 


Mi 


woe. “SG “SR “Ne “RR 


Classification: 
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Warren Commission for its analysis. 


“In an effort to determine the manner in which the 
treated the Calderon conversation this Committee 


posed the following questions to the CIA: 


1. 


. _ \ 
reference to the conversation nor does it indicate™ 


that it was ever made known to or provided the © 


 -print-out of Calderon 201 file) 
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(CIA Comput 


2. aS 


Was the Warren Commission or any Warren 
Commission staff member ever given access 
to the transertiptr-efa—telephone-conmersa- 
tion, dated November 22, 1963, between a 
female employee of the Cuban Embassy / 
Consulate in Mexico City, identified 

as Luisa, and an unidentified male speak- 
ing from outside the Cuban Embassy/Con- 
sulate? If so, please indicate when 

this transcript was provided to the Warren 
Commission or its staff, which CIA official 


Sh. 


provided it, and which Warren Commission é 

members or staff reviewed it. > 
. Was the Warren Commission or any member 

of the Warren Commission or any Warren . ee 

Commission staff member ever informed - , 
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orally or in writing of the substance of the 
above-referenced conversation of November 22, 
1963? If so, please indicate when and 

in what form this information was provided, 


nd-which CIA official provided it. /(H 
request lettéF-of-Augu ; ) 
The CIa~respanded by nenorandun: _) 


"Although the (Mextee-eity}—Statien considered 

the conversation of sufficient possible 

interest to send a copy to headquarters, 

the latter apparently did nothing with 

it, for there appears to be no record in the 

Oswald file of such action as may have 

been taken. A review of those Warren 

Commission documents containing information 
provided by the Agency and still bearing a 

Secret or Top Secret classification does 
not reveal whether the conversation was 1/99 
_given-or~shown..to. the Commission.” ecw (OD 

(CIA Doc., Memorandum Regarding Luié. 
Calderon conversation, P- 1) ee 


eter ac 
rem eae. eer 


167 


The available evidence thus supports the 
conclusion that the Warren Commission was never 
given the information nor the opportunity ‘by 


which it could evaluate Luisa Calderon's | 


significance to the events surrounding President 


Kennedy's assassination. Had the Commission been q 


‘ 


expeditiously provided this evidence of her 


intelligence background, association. with Silvia ? 
Duran, and her comments following the assassination, 


it may well have given more serious investigative 
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_and the cuban qaqyernne RMPBikd BoRRERVLE involvement in 


a conspiracy to assassinate President Kennedy. 
Two difficult issues remain which are raised 
by the Committee's finding. First, why didn't 


‘ the Agency provide the Calderon conversation to the 


: Warren Commission; secondly, why didn't the Agency 
reveal. to the Warren Commission its full knowledge 
of Calderon's intelligence background, her possible 


knowledge of Oswald and her possible connection to 


the CIA or some other American intelligence apparatus. 
The first question can be explained in benign 


terms. It is reasonably possible that by sheer 


_ oversight the conversation was filed away and not 


, recovered or recollected until after the Warren 


Commission had completed its investigation and . 
- See py oS ) Ciccler pocries AS Hostnate Ker tin 

_ published its report.” (See above CIA explanation) v3 
As for the Agency's withholding of information 3 


concerning Calderon's intelligence background, the 


< 
record reflects that the Commission was merely 


informed that Calderon may have been a member of Ef / T/ 


- the DGI. (CIA Doc. 


5/5/64, \¢ 


soe 


| SWerSUr | Memorandum . 5 
The memoranda which provided more extensive examina- 


tion of her intelligence background were not made 
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available for the Commission's review. Significantly, 


the May 8 memorandum written by Joseph Langosch 


-i 
follcwing his debriefing of rabisa1 indicated that 


-{ 


AMMUG-1 and a second Cuban Intelligence officer 


believed Calderon to be a CIA operative. / (CIA Doc, 
Oa nana Cee ea ee 


eas ae 
a tO FOIA 687-295, attach 5, “5/8/64) 


a Antares 


that this information was not provided the Warren 


£25 possible 


" Commission either because there was no basis in f 
fact for the allegation or because the allegation 


was of substantive concern to the Agency. If the 


allegation were true, the consequences for the CIA 
would pave cc serious. It would have demonstrated 

oC . 
that eae operative, well placed in the Cuban Embassy, — 
may Rave possessed information prior to the assassina- 


bicnevegaraine Oswald and/or his relationship to ‘the 


5 > 
Cuban Intelligence Service . and that Services 


possible involvement in a conspiracy to assassinate 


President Kennedy. 


Regarding Calderon's possible association 


with the CIA, Agency files reviewed reveal no 


astemstbte connection between Calderon and the CIA. 
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However, there are indications that such contact 


' between Calderon and the Agency was contemplated. 


.A September 1, 1963 CIA dispatch from the Chief 


of the Special Affairs Staff to the CIA's ~Chtef 


| of-Station in-—Mexico-City states in part: 


Bole 


...Luisa Calderon has a sister residing 
in Reynosa, Texas, married to an American 
of Mexican descent. If (CIA asset) can 
further identify the sister, our domestic 7 
exploitation section might be in a posi- ne 
tion to follow up on this lead...Please 
levy the requirement on (CIA asset) | at oe Co ee | 
_-the-next, opportunity. (CIA Doc. HMaiw- SREER Nye... 


(41935, 35, 9/1/63) an re ee 


'An earlier CIA dispatch from the CIA -@¢hie£— 
of Station in Mextcu-eity to the Chief of the CIA's 
Western Hemisphere Division records that: 


Wilfredo of the Cuban Consulate, Tampico, 
reported that Luisa Calderon has a sister 
residing in Reynosa, Texas...Luisa may go 
up to the border to visit her sister soon-- 
or her mother.may.make_the trip--details ~~ / Gq y 
not..clear’(CIA Doc. #MMA 21849, July ad 
ett Bed: sea 


renee 
Sram esr pn Ns aftatartrme an pe 


At the very least; .the above dispatches 
evidenced an interest in the activities of Calderon 
and her family. Whether this interest took 
the aun of a clandestine-agent relationship is 


not revealed by Calderon's 201 file. 
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oe The Committee has queried Ba@wid Ronis, the 
author of the above cited dispatch requesting 
that Calderon's sister be contacted by the CIA's oO /95 


“domestic. exploitation section. " 7 UHSCA clas 


SOE ae a pa any aces serene 


C stare Interview of David-Ronis, 8/31/78)s “Renis. 


was a member of the CIA's s Special Affairs Staff 


at the time he wrote the dispatch. He worked 
principally at CIA headquarters and was responsible 
for recruitment and handling of agents for collection 


of intelligence data. Mr. -Roris;when interviewed 


by this Committee, stated that part of his responsi-~ 
bility was to scour the Western Hemisphere division 


for operational leads related to the work of the 


Special Affairs staff. -Rents recalled that he 


normally would send requests to CIA field stations 


for information or leads on various persons. Often 
he would receive no response to these requests, _ , : 
which normally indicated that no follow-up had ‘ 
either been attempted or successfully conducted. 


It was Renés' recollection that the above-cited 


domestic exploitation section was a task force 


within the Special Affairs Staff. He also stated ; 


that in 1963 the CIA's Domestic Contacts Division 
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might have been requested to locate Luisa Calderon's_ 


sister. Renis told the Committee that he had no 


recollection of recruiting any person associated 


with the Cuban Intelligence Service. He did recall 


that he had recruited women to perform tasks for 
the Agency. However, he did not recall ever eeerbing 
any. employees of the Cuban Embassy /Consulate in =, 
Mexico City. Finally, Mr.-Renis stated that he had 
no recollection that Luisa Calderon was associated 
" with the cra. (casa 1 - - 
Various present and former CIA representatives 


were queried whether Luisa Calderon had ever been 


associated with the CIA. The uniform answer was (7 
that | no one- recalled such an a oe 
en ten te anne ts qe acer onmamener emt ne ee . 


Z 
fexec. Sess. Test. of Richard Heims, 8/2/78, p. 136; 


a 
f 


f HSCA Class. Depo. of Raymond Rocca, 7/17/78, p. 148; 


{ HSCA Staff Interview of ia a Langosch,: e/ais7a, / 


ey De ' 3 
gyre ily oar aaa 


\\peecote, Interview of hie Te ee Te nae 


ee re 


Thus;~"the~Agency"s” file on Calderon and the 


ra 
“ay 
a 


; @. 
testimony of former CIA employees have revealed no . 
connection between Calderon and the CIA. Yet, as 
indicated earlier, this file is incomplete:the q 

| 7 
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. oe os ~~ 
most glaring omission being the absence; from 
fGalseren’s ae 
hec 201 filefof * cryptic remarks 


FT 


wn 


Burksronme week . ; 
aAmmuG-1' - Ta rca Sit Cook oe PELL any 


AL OA IOS 
This Committee's investigation of Luisa 


Calderon has revealed that a defector from the Cuban | 


Intelligence Services provided the CIA with signi- 


ficant information about Lee Harvey Oswald's contacts 


with the DGI in Mexico City. via defector was ab 


4 : 
e CIA cryptonym eee aut necoinattent 


assigned th 


CIA files reveal that A-1 defected from the 


DGI on April 21, 1964 in Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canada. 


When he defected, A-1l possessed a number of DGI 


uently turned over to {48 


documents which were subseq 


- pron EN Me 
the CIA. Cicta docs ‘opprx IN 68894, 4/24/64) 
a ialaaini ih rte SS REE ; 


Following his defection, a CIA officer, Joseph H. 


ns Langosch, went_ to Canada to meet Al, debrief him, 
~, ; . a 


mand arrange for A-lL's travel into the United States. 
. ~ oe . 


(Ibid. On May 1, 1964, 22 reels of Langosch' s 


USNS. RSA. 


panera ee 
*It is now known that A-1 did provide sig "ops ant hemen ) 
n Te 1S 


Leads to the CIA regarding Luisa Caldere 
mt that little of this information 


£ | 
was “SfassihieGtion: .. tne cia to the Warren Commission. ; 


Therefore, the possibility exists that A-l had 


mation ta CeRssffidd by derivatian:, 
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debriefing of A-l were forwarded to the Chief 06% 


Seen TE | 


Station in Ottawa, CanadaQ (CIA Doc. ¢ 


Diepatrh.OCba 
nn aime 
7763, Se ene hi en 


contract \ ween ae cae for operational purposes. ee Sf 
2 (CIA Doc. Gontrace Approving “Officer . Memo, 7 €76/6 ) 
0° SS 


REN LC he Wed Men TAT ac aL an perl 


{By June 23% 1964, Langosch was convinced that A-1l 


would be of great value to the Agency. He seateas 
There is no. question in my mind that 

Boba is a bona fide defector or 

that he has furnished us with accurate 

and valuable information concerning 

Cuban intelligence , operations, staffers, a 
and agents.. (CIR DSS Cu, aa 7 


Director-efSecurity, 6/23/64) 


As an officer of the DGI, A-1 from August of” 


1963 until his defection was assigned to the DGI's aa ae 
es Illegal Section B (CIA Doc. IN “68894 4/24/64 


nore se me pee ren 


which was responsible for training agents for 


assignment in Latin America. 
bility pertained to handling Oe, sagen he acs 
in El Salvador. era Doc. Parsonal Record GaSstTOn>) 


uy “Deg Bath Aan a 
@> oC. \maire 6/4/64; CIA Doc. Otta In 68894 4/24/64) 
one b: ie ee eg 


EE he Ny tert OA ae ged BLN hee qari 


: . A-l identified for the CIA the Cuban Intelli- 


His specific Rosponsi= ; 


gence officers assigned to Mexico City. ° Langosch 


described A-L's knowledge of DGI operations in 


Mexico as follows: 
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In Mexico City, he knows who the 
intelligence people are. One is the 

Cuban Consul Alfredo Mirabal. He is 
called the Chief of the Centre. That 

is his title but he is actually the 
intelligence chief, or at least he 

was until the 16th of April at which 

time a replacement was sent to Mexico 

to take over. This fellow's name is 
Manuel Vega. The source says that 

the Commercial attache whose name is 
Ricardo Tapia or Concepcion (he is 

not sure which is an intelligence 

officer) and another one is Rogelio. ar, 
(-I might say that some_of..these-names,_ eq 208] 
are familiar to _me.)(Langosch depriet ide os 


‘Qf A-1,4730764, p. 5 of reel 4, 4/23/64) 


me astm ameter a RH SS nen wiancneernrne orn enaytenrneree me 


Thus, A-1 was able to provide the CIA soon 


_ after his defection with accurate information 
regarding DGI operations and DGI employees in 


Mexico City. * Ln Sect tam pla 


The Committee has reviewed the CIA's files 
concerning A-1. This. examination was undertaken 
to determine: 1) whether A-1 had provided any 
valuable investigative leads to the CIA pertaining. 
to the assassination of* President Kennedy; and 2) 
whether, if such leads were provided, these leads 


and/or other significant information were made 


“GH “RR “EA. 


‘available to the Warren Commission. 


ee 
Rs, 
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The Committee's initial review of the 

_ materials provided by the CIA to the Warren 
Commission did not disclose the existence of the 
AMMUG files. However, the Gonnietes did during 
cHeccoutes of its review examine a file containing 
material passed to the Rockefeller Commission. That 
file made reference to A-1l. Included in this 
file was a memorandum of May 5, 1964 written by | 
Joseph Langosch which concerned information A-1 


provides about the Oswald case. icIA. Doc. “FOIA 68= Fon 


saci at A ERG TI IRI SEU ee ona orem 


L@igosch Memorandum, 5/5/64) | _Also contained within 
A a We Pa ater TROT” AIT SO yt ern ALT 


this file were the A-1 debeiertis memorando. of 


ny. 7, and May 8, 1964 previously cited with regard. ROG } 


see nerercneen i ttt an ae 


a Calderon.” (CIA. Doc. FOIA #687- 295, attach's 
- u 


me 3 and §) Ollowing review of the memoranda, the 
Committee requested access to all CIA files 
Geneeeains Vee se to A-l. 

From review of these materials the Committee 
has determined that the Warren Commission did learn /! 


ina 


during mid-May 1964 that Lee Harvey Oswald probabl 


had come in contact with DGI officers in Mexico City. 
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+he Warren CommiSSinn 


Prior to “learning of Oswald's probable contact 
with DGI officers, James Angleton, Chief of the: 
CIA's Counter Intelligence Staff passed an internal 
memorandum to Raymond Rocca, also of the Counter- ; 
intelligence Staff, which stated that he had peed 
informed by the DDP, Richard Helms, that J. Lee | 


Rankin had contacted John McCone to request that. 


‘the Director consent to an interview before the 


Warren Commission on May 14, 1964, (J. Edgar 


Hoover also appeared before the Commission on ae 


ies date -PEIOE.. to McCone' s heen aie 


Seana at 


te i Pay 


ommission Report YA Be rasep) (era Doc. FOIA 689-298, 


mes~Angleton, 5/12/64) Angleton 
also wrote: ; 
Ges ee . 

I discussed with Mr. Helms the nature of 
the recent information which you are 
processing which originated _with the 
sensitive Western Hemisphere] source. I 
informed him that in your view this would 
raise a number of-new factors with the 
Commission, that it should not go to the 
Commission prior to the Director's appear- 
ance unless we have-first had some pre- 
liminary reaction or made sure that the > 
Director is fully aware of the implica- 
tions since it could well serve as the 
basis for detailed questioning. The DDP 


stated that he would review this care- 

fully amd made (sic) a decisten as tomy, & 

(Ibid. 
y 


ar as joes 


the question of timing. 
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Ul t 
unadioe: SB SATS oes VSR se Source referred 


to in Angleton's memo was A-1. This conelusion is 
based in part upon the date of this memo which 
was quite close in time to A-l's defection. In 
addition, Rocca's staf£ prepared prior 

to DCI McCone's appearance before Ne Waeres 


a Brief 


v 
Commission for Presentation to the Warren Commission 


outlining various positions adopted by the CIA vis a 


vis its investigative efforts and assistance to the 


era on Hany OH tN 9 ofa ee Kem Pa ey one erent nett mage a erry thy 
Commission \ (cra 1 Doc. FOIA 695- -302-a, 3/14/84) ) ae 


cea 


Sm OED FM Th ns eer TRA IE S84 Og 0 oe ec Ne ena ett! 


At Tab E of this brief it Beebe: 


a. “GA. 


Within the past wee significant infor- 
mation has been developed by the CIA re- 
garding the relationship with Oswald of 
certain Cuban intelligence personnel in 
Mexico City and the reaction in Havana 
within the Cuban Intelligence Service 
to. the news of the assassination of 
President Kennedy. The Commission Staff 
is in the course of..being.. briefed on the ad 
Cuban asspect.“(Ibid., aap Ey goa 


eee” 
se Tae ietiah 


On May 15, 1964, the day of McCone's interview, 


|. 


the Warren Commission received its first formal yore, 


camoamirne arn 


communication regarding A-1.¢~(CIA Doc FOIA 697~294, 


5/15/64) )However, the Agency did not. at. ‘that time 


identify A-1l by his peal name or - eryptonym nor did 


es 


the Agency indicate that ‘the | source of this information 


ee 


ET 
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was a defector then residing under secure cotiditions 


in the Washington, D.C. area. The May 15 


communication did . state that the Agency had 
established contact "with a well-placed invidivual © 
who has been in close and prolonged contact with | 
ranking officers of the Cuban Direccion General de 


Intelligencia." . 


Attached to the May 15 communication was a 
copy of Langosch's above referenced memorandum of 
May 5, 1964 regarding knowledge of Oswald's pro- 
bable contact with ‘the DGI in Mexico City. The 
attachment made no reference to the source's status 


as a. defector from the DGI. 


As set forth in the section SE this report. 
concerning Luisa Calderon, on June 18, 1964, Howard 
Willens of the Warren Commission reviewed Langosch's 
May 5 memo and the questions upon which the informa- 
tion set forth in the ‘iiemo was elicited. Neither the 
questions nor the memo shown to Willens made 


reference to the source's status as a defector col- 


“SS 
laborating with. the CIA. (CIA Doc FOIA 739-316, 


s/19/ 64) 
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‘Based upon review of the Langosch memoranda, 


the Committee has determined that significant 
information regarding Luisa Calderon , specifically 
of Nov. 22 details of her 
her conversation and “Association with Cuban Intelligence 
pote Cae 
were Iwibbhetd from the Warren Commission. This- 
information as described above, was derived from 
However, 
debriefings of A-l. from the Committee! s review 
of the A-l file provided by the CIA, the Committee 
has not found any credible evidence indicating that 
other information provided by A-l to the CIA was 
relevant to the work of the Warren Commission. However, 
in its review the Committee has determined that a 
as : 
specific document referenced in the A-1 file is 
not present in that file. 


‘The. missing itemis of considerable concern to 


the Committee. It isa debriefing. xeport of. Age solo 


ae ?. | dpakeell Neo 
entitled "The Oswald case." “(CIA Doc Béspatch-tPGW- 


itl ate NR how NY nme ih Hy i a Saehe te 


5835+ 3/23/65) n March 23, 1965, a CIA dispatch 
records—thé transmittal of the report, along with “2.17 


Next to 


eleven other A-l debriefing reports. 
the listing of the "Oswald Case" debriefing report 
is the handwritten notation "ST." A CIA employee | ; 


who has worked extensively with the Agency files 
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interviewed by the Committee, stated that: he did not 
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system told a Committee staff member that this 


notation was the symbol for the CIA component . f 
known as Special Intelligence. Other CIA . 
representatives believed the notation was a fl 
reference to the Counterintelligence component 

CI/SIG. IN a CIA memorandum dated September 27, 

1978, the CIA has adopted the position that { 
debriefing Report No. 40 is a duplication of 

the original Langosch memorandum of May 5, 1964 


concerning AMMUG's knowledge of Lee Harvey 


segue s Boesiple sengese with the DT. Ve recthel ess, + § 
‘ rine = : a ire . ’ vy a re 
ihe Committee fas Ben test A- “48 ¢ LAOS NEM orandven 


officers regarding additional information that A-1 may 


have supplied about Oswald. Joseph Langosch, when 


have contact with the Warren Commission and does 
not know what information derived from A-~l's gac.. 


briefings..was_.. supplied to the W Warren Commissio (HSCA 


| neni en 


Staff Interview of Joseph: Langosch, 8/21/78; Cite al 


—_____ pie 


Interviews of" HibGago & picesio) 


‘ie also stated that 


ars ded any other information 
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*The CIA memorandum states in part as follows: 


When CI Staff learned of AMMUG-1's defection 
and considered the possibility that he 

might have some knowledge of the Oswald 

case, CI Staff submitted a list of questions 
to WH (Western Hemisphere) for debriefing 
AMMUG~-1...WH desk records reflect that 
AMMUG-1 was debriefed on 4 May 64 regarding 
this questionnaire.../B/ecause the debriefing. 
on the Oswald case was handled as a sensitive f 


matter, it was dictated directly to a CI 
(Counterintelligence) stenographer on 

5 May 1964. /Note: A-1 was debriefed on 
several subjects on 4 May 64. ‘The procedure 
was to assign each subject discussed a 
debriefing number and they were written 

up in contact report form by the WH case 
officer. The instructions from CI staff 
were to handle the Oswald case debriefing e 
very closely and not to keep any copies in | 


WH Division/. ' The "Oswald Case" was | 
logged in the WH notebook log as debriefing 
report number 40, but the report itself 
was dictated by the WH Case Officer directly 
to a CI staff stenographer. There would 
be no reason to include the number 40 on 
the report of this special debriefing for 
CI staff, since it was their only debriefing ; 

_xreport. We are certain it is the debriefing | & 
report (#40) becausé: the date is the’ same; 
it is the only debriefing report on Oswald - 
listed in AMMUG-1 records; and it it (sic) 
the only AMMUG-1 debriefing report in 
Oswald's 201 file. 

\ Clash pf Es 

(CIA Doc., Heme anu for ae Record, eee 


Case, 2pSeptenber—2978, p ia 


000103) 
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on Oswald's contact with the DGI except for that 


set forth in the Memoranda. of May 5, 7, and 8 


Ve VR GA WGA 


“Fy 


to /locate A-1l¢ The see wide attefipted to 


? 


ae A-L/whose gp oren /eetaticyetie with 
if 
the Agency is ambd‘« uous; but has been urfable 


A 

to detefmine nie prégént iar deans ThE CIA's. 
ra é a 

inability to losied A-1 has been a se es of 

concern to’ this / foommittes: particularly in 


light of his long association with the Agency. 
Femains tacomplate wither enara te 


vpn he erlooma, atts 
p POs ee 
may havé supplied the CIA about’ Oswald. ee eek 
the exception of the Calderon episode sha omcane 


basis of the CIA's written reocrd, it appears that 


the CIA provided the Warren Commission with all A-l : 


information of investigative significance. 


A separate question remains, however. The 


Agency, as noted earlier, did not reveal to the 


Warren Commission that A~-l was present in the 


fe 
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*An April 1978 CIA communication to the FBI regarding 
A-l states in pertinent part: 


Since 1971 (A-1) has not been involved 
me in any CIA operation in Miami or elsewhere. 
op oO, -Jeseph-Nerris is the alias of a CIA 
: representative who periodically debriefs 

(A-1) on personalities and methods of the. 

DGI. There is ng other CIA involvement with . . 
m. old Rodriguez. (Cra Bad, og7602,-<2A. 202447, tL Yi? & 
Nath” Vol. 4, A-1 File 


However, a CIA handwritten index card concerning 
the Agency status of A-1 states: 


Informed "Calvia" on 15 April 1977 that 

(A-1) is still an active contact, not 
receiving any salary, but could be paid if 

and when used in an operation. No problems 
here. SPOB will k his, ontract in an 
active folder. (CIA co-“Handwritten Note, 

15 April 1977, contained in’ Vol. 4 of A-1 file. 
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Washing tortronDCtA—eantepllednepcumentel controlled: 


conditions, accessible to the Commission.’ Giving 
due consideration to the CIA's serious concern 
for protecting its sources, the fact that A-l's 


status was not disclosed prevented the Warren 


Commission from exercising a possible option, 
i.e. to take the sworn testimony of A-l as it 
concerned Oswald and the Kennedy assassination. 


On this issue, as the written record tends to 


show, the Agency unilaterally rejected the possibility 
of exercising this option. 
In light of the establishment of A-l's 
kona fides, . - - ee 7 , his 
proven reliability and his depth of knowledge of 
Cuban intelligence activities, this option might. 


well have been considered by the Warren Commission. 


The AMLASH Operation aX Book. 


During 1967, the CIA's Inspector General 


issued a report which examined CIA supported 


C+o be ince rs codek rk ce iticisan seul 
¢ 


assassination plots. Included in this report 


was discussion of the CIA-Mafia plots and an ; 


5X 


Classified by derivation: 


Classification: 


o0g106 


(This form is to be used for material extracted ‘ 
from ClA—controlled documents.) 


Agency project referred to as the AMLASH _ ae * 


operation, {CIA 1 Tnspecter General Report 1967 


—— 


\ pp. 1-74, 78-112)/, The AMLASH operation involved 
ae official (assigned the CIA 


cryptonym AMLASH/1) who, during 1962 while meeting 


with a CIA representative > expressed the desire BO ns QRH a 


aa 


assassinate Fidel Castré "eriaes Pp. 84) ) As a 
result of AMLASH's. expresscd-OBSeGEIWe and the 


CIA's desire to find a viable political alternative 


to the Castro regime, the Agency subsequently 


2273 


provided AMLASH with both moral anda material 


_ support designed to depose Fidel Castro 
ot 


pp. 80-94). The AMLASH operation was. terminated 


sy the. CIA in 1965 as the result: of security leaks. 
[ee 


: aa 
(Ibid. pp. 104-10 During 1965, AMLASH and his 


conspirators were brought to trial in Cuba for plotting 


against Castro. AMLASH was sentenced to death, but 


at Castro's request the sentence was. Madueed duced to <a 
twenty-five years tapetsonmenS (5bid. pp. 187-1 pp. 107- ~110) 

\ tj In its examination of the AMLASH operation operation 

the 1967 IGR concluded that the CIA had offered both 


direct and indirect support for AMLASH's plotti 
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The most striking example of the CIA's direct 
etter of support to AMLASH reported by the 

1967 IGR states "it is likely that at the very 
moment President Kennedy was shot a CIA officer 
was masting with a Cuban agent in Paris and giving 


him m_an assassination device for use against CASTRO." 
: .) 


The 1967 IGR offered no firm evidence confirming 


or refuting Castro's knowledge of the AMLASH operation 
prior to the assassination of President Kennedy. The 
1967 IGR did note that in 1965 when—AMLASH—was 


trted—hiravand press: reports of Cuban OW ECE Ie: 


of AMLASH's association with the CIA were dated from BS | 


November 1964, approximately one e year preer President 


. . . ae : 
Kennedy's assassination,“(Ibid. Pp. iin y< 


224 The church Committee in Book V of its Final 
4 a examined the AMLASH apevation in great detail. G 
\ssc, Book. V, pp. 2-7, 67-59) The Church Committee 
TS aaah csmecnte, i carne dodges aoc . 
concluded: 


ee The AMLASH plot was more relevant to the 
Warren Commision work than the early CIA 


assassination plots with the underworld. 


Unilke those earlier plots, the AMLASH 


Classification: 
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Classified by derivation: 


- 


of the assassination; unlike the earlier 


operation and President Kennedy's 
assassination. Although Oswald had been 


_in contact with pro-Castro and anti- 


Classification: 
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Operation was in progress at the time 


plots, the AMLASH operation could 
Clearly be traced to the CIA; and ° 
unlike. the earlier plots, the CIA had 
endorsed AMLASH's proposal for a coup, 
the first step to him being Capekors | 
assassination, despite Castro's threat 

to retaliate for such plotting. No Site 
directly involved in either investigation 
(i.e. the CIA and the FBI) was told of 
the AMLASH operation. No one investi- 


gated a connection between the AMLASH 


Castro groups for many months before the 
assassination, the CIA did not conduct 


a thorough investigation of questions 


of Cuban government or Cuban exile 


wo Loe ‘ 
involvement in the assassination.( (Ibid. p. 5) \ 
| a: 
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In 1977, the CIA issued Beeson ates eeee 
General's Report concerning the subject of CIA 
Sponsored assassination plots. This Report, in 
large part, was intended as a rebuttal of the 
Church Committee's findings. The 1977 IGR seaeaus 

The Report (of the Church Committee) 

assigns it (the AMLASH operation) 

characteristics that it did not have 

during the period peacediae-ene assassina- 

tion of JFK in order to support the ssc 

_ view that it should have been _Eeported. he 234 


to the Warren Commission(” (1977 IGR p. a) 

The 1977 TGR concluded praia 
assassination of President Kennedy, the AMLASH 
Operation was not an assassination plot. . | 


Nevertheless, the 1977 IGR eas a 

fe Warren ‘Commis$ion) 

e fa broader view 
ee ENG 1e of 


/speci c terms” 
then saw in géneral ee 
he pos ibilit of SoWiet or Cuban 
“involvément . im the ssassination 


because ofthe temsSions of the time. 
It is not ‘enough’ to be able to pore 
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(testimony of Richard Helms, 4/24/75 pp. 389-391,392) 
eed teeter 


The 


(This form is to be used for material extracted , j 
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to erroneous,;criticisms. made tod Ye 

The Agency ghould havé t n broaéder 

initi That/ . f afe 

CIA employees At the tiple felt4-as LOae 

they obvjyous did“-th t the Activities 

about’ wk ich / hey knew/had n ng relevance 

to the /Warren Commission inquiry does 

not take the place of a record of 

conscious review. (Ibid. p- 1X) 


Richard Helms, as the oe lave CIA 
employee in contact with the Warren Commission on 
a regular basis, testified to the Rockefeller 
Commission that he did not Believe the AMLASH 
PPenatson was relevant to the investigation of 


Se a mR an 


er 
President. Kennedy ' Ss Geath. . \ (Rockefeller Commis ion, 


SNORING re remanent Cin ne Yant rset SG Baba raaeermos 


In addition, Mr. Helms testified berors“tnis— 


Committee that the AMLASH operation was not designed 32-3 


“ ; _~ ree 
. to _be..an~assassination plot frxec. Sess. Test. of” 2 
pee “ ree 


A tert 


NEEL ee atekEe ON wn Se ly rine Pa MTN oA 


“Richard Helms, 8/9/78, pp. 26~ 27). ie 


A contrasting view to the testimony of Mr. 


Helms was offered by Joseph Langesch who in 1963 


was the Chief of Counterintelligence for the CIA's Specialy 
in 7 Affai 
Special Affairs Staff was the CIA component Sta fi 


responsible for CIA operations directed against 


the Government of Cuba and the Cuban Intelligence 


ne enn rnt en anc s  daSetee 
ie ements iene Te Ament anne aneTotie 


Services (HSCA™ Class. Affidavit of Joseph Langosch, 
ee eaemuamnenmenaaantemeaaerines Prone et AT ee RN, esis 


ek. 
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Sept. 1, 1978, p. 1) >the Special Affairs Staff 


was headed by Desmond FitzGerald and was responsible i 
for. the AMLASH operation (SSC, Book V, pp. 3, 8, 79) 

Langosch, as the Chief of Counterintelligence 
for the Special Affairs Staff, was responsible for 4 


safeguarding SAS against penetration by foreign 


- “nes 
intelligence services, particularly the Cuban -_ 39 


pase eaten: 
a at 
ne 


ve onrece ata E me Rate Rin as 
poet ingens: 


(of Joseph Langosch, 9/14/78, p. 3). It was 
PS ea ae Sa Re Naame RRR NRE ey WE PU ar npn bee el 
Langosch's recollection that: 


Intelligence Services, (HSCA Classified eee 


«..the AMLASH operation prior to the j 
assassination of President Kennedy was 
characterized by the Special Affairs 

staff, Desmond Fitzgerald (sic) and other 

senior CIA officers as an assassination ; 


- operation—initiated and sponsored by the 
\ CIA. Gbiae, pe Py “3. ole 
Langosch further recollected that as of 1962 
it was highly possible that the Cuban Intelligence 
Services were aware of AMLASH and his association 


with the CIA and that the information upon which 


he based his conclusion that the AMLASH 
“ge 37 


operation was insecure was available to senior lev 1 cn 
3 


officials, including Desmond FitzGerald. eee p- 4) 


_ However, the issue before this Committee is 
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Committee has received from the CIA an affidavit 

executed by Kent L. Pollock (CIA pseudonym) who "served 

as Executive Officer for Desmond FitzGerald during the 
entire period in which he was Chief of the Special Affairs 
Staff...and discussed with him the AMLASH Operation as it 
progressed, °/,(GIA Doc? Affidavit of Kent L. Pollock, 
executed Q@cils, 1s3¢- Pp. 1) Mr. Pollock specifically 
contested Langosch's assertion that the AMLASH operation 
was characterized by the Special Affairs Staff, Desmond 
FitzGerald, and other senior level CIA officials as an 
assassination operation. In pertinent part, Pollock 

drew the following conclusions: . 4 


*In response to Langosch's sworn statements, this § 


To the best of my knowledge, Mr. FitzGerald 
considered the AMLASH operation to be a political 
action activity with the objective of organizing 
a group within Cuba to overthrow Castro and the 
Castro regime by means of a coup d'etat. I heard 
Mr. FitzGerald discuss the AMLASH operation 
frequently, and never heard him characterize it as 
an "assassiahtion operation." Mr. FitzGerald 
stated within my hearing on several occasions 

his awareness that coup d'etat often involves 
loss of life. (Ibid., par. 3, p. 2) 


Desmond FitzGerald did not characterize the AMLASH 
operation as an "assassiantion operation"; the 

case officer did not; I, ~as Executive Officer, never 
discussed any aspect of the AMLASH ‘operation with 
Joseph H. Langosch; the Deputy Chief, the other 
branch chiefs and the special assistants could not 
have so characterized it since they did not know 
about the pen (the pen was specially fitted with a 
hypodermic syringe in response to urgings by AMLASH 
for a means to start the coup by killing Castro.) | 
The case officer offered the pen to AMLASH on the day 
of President Kennedy's death. AMLASH rejected the 
pen with disdain. /Ibid., par. 4, p. 2/), (Ibid., 
par. 6, p. 3) OT 


. Glessification: shen 8991123 
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He also stated: ; { 


Classification: | 


not simply Wadena 8 oe sig" sucleril jextrocted an 
from CIA conte led documents: 
assassination plot prior to President Kennedy's 
death. The broader and more significant issue, 
as the 1977 IGR has identified it, is whether 
the AMLASH operation was of sufficient relevancy 
to have been reported to the Warren Commission. - 
In the case of the AMLASH operation this. 
determination is a most difficult matter to 
resolve. Reasonable men may differ in their 
characterization of the Agency's operational 


objectives. 


Based upon the presently available evidence 


it is the Committee's position that such informa- 


tion, if made available to the Warren Commission, 
might have stimulated the Commission's investiga- 


tive concern for possible Cuban involvement or 


complicity in the assassination. As J. Lee Rankin 


commented before this Committee: 


---when I read..cthe Church Committee's 
report--it was an ideal situation for 
them to just pick out any way they 
wanted to tell the story and fit it 

in with the facts that had to be met 
and then either blame the rest of it 
on somebody else or not tell any more 
or polish it off. I don't think that 


“s36KST 
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could have happened back in 1964. 

I think there would have been a 

much better chance of getting to 

the heart of it. It might have 

only revealed that we are involved 

in it and who approved it and all - BB 

that. But I think that wo : 
| lave-at-~Least--eome_out.__((HSCA Class 
Repo. of J. Lee Rankin, 8/17/78, BP. 91) 


The Committee * “is in agreement with Mr. Rankin 
that had the AMLASH operation been disclosed to 
the Warren Commission, the Commission might have 
been able to foreclose the sseeuraticn and = eoujectare 
that has surrounded the AMLASH operation during 
the past feesde: As history now records, the AMLASH 
operation remains a footnote to the turbulent 


relations between Castro's Cuba and the United States. 
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